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PREFACE. 


Ir was, perhaps, somewhat presumptuous in a person 
occupying so humble a station in the sacred ministry to 
offer to the Church a work which would necessarily induce 
comparisons between itself and the similar productions of 
a Prelate of the Church—a Divine of the highest rank and 
character. The author can, however, at least say, that it 
was no foolish ambition which led to his employing himself 
on such a work. Having been led by circumstances to a 
repeated perusal and study of the writings of S. Irenseus, 
he saw the great value of his testimony to the leading prin- 
ciples and doctrines of the Church of England. He had 
himself derived much benefit from the works of Bishop 
Kaye on others of the Fathers; he thought that if he 
could do nothing more than to draw out the substance of 
the doctrine and opinions of Irenseus for the use of the 
student in theology, in a more accessible form than that in 
which he himself had to look for it, accompanied by the 
text of the portions from which he had formed his state- 
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ments, and with a little illustration of the meaning in 
passages liable to misunderstanding,—he should have ren- 
dered a service to his younger brethren: and if it should 
so happen that that distinguished Prelate or any other 
writer did anticipate him, it would be so much clear gain to 
himself to have been so employed. When he had com- 
pleted his first preparations, and had learnt by proper 
inquiry that the Illustrator of Justin, Clement, and Tertul- 
lian was not engaged on Irenzeus, he endeavoured to put 
the work somewhat into form: and being afterwards 
encouraged by one upon whose judgment and acquirements 
public opinion had set its stamp, and who had seen portions 
of the work, to believe that it possessed a certain degree of 
value,—he ventured to bring it into public notice in the 
only way which appeared open to him. 


He desires here to record his sense of the most kind 
and most hearty encouragement he has met with from 
persons of all ranks and classes, capable of appreciating a 
work of this description, or of aiding in its publication : 
more especially of that afforded him by her Majesty Tur 
QueEN Dowacer, by the Most Reverend and Right Reve- 
rend Prelates who have honoured him with their support, 
by the many persons distinguished either for station or for 
literary eminence, whose names will be found in the sub- 
joined list, and by the warm-hearted friends, both of the 
clergy and of the laity, with whom he is either locally or 
personally connected. 


His work, such as it is, he now sends forth, trusting 
that, through the blessing of the Divine Heap of the 
Church, it may be available to the great ends of the 
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ministry to which he has been called, and may tend to the 
unity. the strength, and the stability of the Church. 


Before, however, he takes his leave of his readers, he 
wishes to add a few words on the Right Use of the 
Writings of the Fathers. 


1. We use them as we do the writings of secular authors, 
to ascertain the facts of the history of their own or of pre- 
ceding times; principally as concerning the Church, and 
secondarily as concerning the world. To this use of them 
no objection in principle can be raised ; and in so doing, we 
treat them exactly as we do ordinary writers. 


2. We use them, as evidence of the state of the Church, 
in their own and preceding ages, as regards either discipline 
or morals. In regard to the former, as it is a thing not in 
its nature liable to hasty alteration,—discipline established 
in one age continuing on, for the most part, into the next, 
—their testimony will avail for the immediately preceding 
generation, as well as for. their own. In regard to the 
latter, it can scarcely be received for any thing anterior to 
their own age, unless where they record the observations of 
some older person. In. both, moreover, it requires to be 
noted whether they are writing controversially or histori- 
cally : because we all know that through the imperfection 
of our nature we are apt to overstate our own case, and to 
understate that of our opponents. And if that is the case 
now, when a more extended and more accurate education 
has disciplined the minds of writers to inpartiality, how 
much more must it have been so in an earlier stage of 
controversial writing, when there had been no opportunity 
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for any such discipline. It is necessary, therefore, in the 
perusal of their controversial writings to be on our guard, 
and to notice, in any particular case, whether the mind of 
the writer is likely to have been influenced in his statements 
by any such bias. It must be remembered, moreover, that 
no individual author can be considered as evidence for the 
state of the universal Church, unless we have sufficient 
proof that he had means of knowing the condition of the 
whole Church, and unless we can gather that, being so 
qualified, he intends to speak thus largely. 


Again, when not writing controversially, if we are aware 
that they laboured under any particular prejudice or bias, 
either towards any particular opinion or state of feeling, or 
against any particular class or individual, which is liable to 
affect their statements,—then likewise we must view them 


with caution. 


On the other hand, when we have no evidence of any 
circumstance likely to pervert their perceptions, or to exag- 
gerate their statements, it is obvious that they must be 
taken at their full value. 


3. We use the Fathers as evidence of the doctrine which 
was taught by the Church, in their own and preceding ages. 
And here some of the remarks just made will apply again. 
The Fathers, like all other writers, sometimes state their 
own individual opinions, or the views of doctrine which 
prevailed in the sect or party to which they were attached, 
or in the particular part of the Church in which they were 
placed, or in the age in which they lived: at other times, 
and more frequently, the doctrines of the whole Church, in 
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their own and all preceding ages. Now, where a writer 
states that what he is saying is held by the whole Church, 
unless we know any thing to the contrary, it is reasonable 
to believe that it was the case; because we know that the 
tradition of doctrine was, for the most part, jealously kept 
up by the perpetual intercourse and communication between 
the bishops of the several churches. And so again, where 
a writer affirms that any particular doctrine has been 
handed down from the beginning, unless we have opposing 
evidence, it is reasonable to take his word; because we 
know that it was the custom and practice of the whole 
Church to require every new bishop to confess the doctrine 
already received, and to teach its doctrines to new converts 
as already received. And, at all events, such a statement 
is conclusive evidence, that such doctrine had come down 
from a generation or two preceding that of the writer; 
unless (as was said before) we have proof to the contrary. 


But, as has been already stated, it is possible for an 
individual to be led away by controversy, or prejudice, or 
party bias; and therefore, when he is manifestly under any 
such influence, it is well to be on our guard. For that and 
other reasons, in any matter of serious doubt, it is impossible 
to rest upon the word of any single writer; but we use 
him as a link in the cham of evidence as to the doctrine 
taught from the beginning by the united universal Church. 


4. We use them to aid us in interpreting the text of 
Scripture. For many of them quote very largely from the 
Sacred Volume; and as some lived near apostolical times, 
and many wrote in the language in which the New Testa- 
ment was written, whilst others were persons of great 
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inquiry and learning, and lived nearer to the localities of the 
sacred events than we do,—they had advantages which we 
do not possess. When, therefore, several or many of them 
concur in giving one uniform meaning to particular passages 
of Scripture, the evidence becomes very strong that they 
had the right interpretation: and even where only one 
writer gives any assistance upon any particular text, we 
shall frequently see reason for accepting his acceptation of 
it in preference to more modern suggestions. At the same 
time it is necessary to bear in mind, that most of them 
knew nothing of the original language of the Old Testa- 
ment; and that they are often only applying passages 
according to the prevalent habit (countenanced indeed by 
our Lord and his Apostles, but carried to various degrees 
of excess by most of the early writers) of seeking for mys- 
tical accommodations: and we must distinguish between 
application and interpretation. 


Now these methods of employing the wmitings of the 
Fathers are 2 priort so obvious and so unobjectionable, that 
few writers of any credit object to the principle: but as 
the results of the application of the principle are highly 
inconvenient to those who have rejected the doctrine or 
discipline universally upheld in the primitive ages of the 
Church, two lines of argument have been taken to nullify 
this application. And as they have been lately revived in 
various ways, and particularly by the re-publication of the 
work from which most of them have been derived, viz. 
Daillé’s Treatise on the Right Use of the Fathers, I have 
thought proper to notice them in that brief manner which 
the limits of a preface permit. Some, indeed, of the ob- 
jections brought forward ought to be considered as simply 
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cautions to the inquirer, and as such I have already treated 
them; the chief remaining ones I now proceed to mention. 


(1.) Some contend that, however reasonable in the ab- 
stract this sort of appeal to the Fathers may appear, it is 
beset with such difficulties, that it is useless in practice: 
that we have so few early writings, that those we have are 
so adulterated, that we have so many forgeries in the names 
of early writers, that the writings of the Fathers are so 
difficult to understand, that they so often give the opinions 
of others without any intimation that they are not their 
own, that they so constantly altered their views as they 
grew older, and that it so frequently happened that the men 
who are now of most note were in a minority of their con- 
temporaries,—that it is practically useless to attempt to 
apply the Fathers to modern use. 


Now I do not deny that there is something in these dif- 
ficulties ; otherwise they would not have been brought for- 
ward at all. No doubt we have but few writings of sub- 
apostolical times: but then we must use such as we have, 
and illustrate their sense by such methods as are in our 
power; and we shall find that they give a clear and con- 
sistent testimony to several important matters, both of 
doctrine and of discipline. It might be true, when Daillé 
first wrote, that the very important epistles of S. Ignatius 
were much adulterated: but it is not so now; the 
genuine copies having become known to the world in his 
time: neither is it true to any considerable extent of 
subsequent writers; and when it is, it simply presents a 
difficulty, which must be surmounted as we best can, or 
must cast a doubt over any particular writing. Sermons 
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and popular treatises of writers of note were often altered 
in transcribing ; just as we, in these days, re-publish popu- 
lar books with omissions and alterations suited to the 
change of times, or to the shade of difference between our 
own views and those of the writer: and for that reason 
works of that description, however useful for devotional 
reading and instruction, must be brought forward in con- 
troversy with more caution than others, and sometimes set 
aside altogether. In short there is need of judgment and 
discrimination in the use of the Fathers; and that is the 
whole amount of this difficulty. With regard to the diffi- 
culty of understanding them, that is of course a matter of 
degree, dependent upon the acquaintance of the student 
with the original languages, as used in the age and country 
of the writers, upon his acquaintance with Church history 
and the state of controversy, upon the degree of prejudice 
or false doctrine with which his own mind is imbued: but 
I do not think that they present nearly so much difficulty as 
the Platonical writers, which many persons study with great 
interest. As to the Fathers giving the opinions of others 
without intimating that they are so, that is no more than 
St. Paul himself does; and it very seldom occurs. So no 
doubt, like all other persons, they modify their views and 
occasionally change them, as they grow older: but that is, 
for the most part, only in subordinate matters, and it is 
very rarely that the circumstance presents any practical 
difficulty. Finally, that men whose name has become great 
amongst posterity were in a minority in their own age, is no 
doubt true in some instances: but when it is so, it can be 
ascertained, and must be allowed for; and when it cannot 
be ascertained it must not be surmised. And even where 
they were so, as in the case of Athanasius, they may be 
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connected with a majority in preceding and subsequent 
ages. 


So that these objections are partly such difficulties as 
occur in every study, (but stated with much exaggeration,) 
and partly flimsy unpractical cavils, not worth dwelling 
upon. 


(2.) But supposing that the writings of the Fathers are 
intelligible upon many points, another class of objections 
arises. It is asserted that they were themselves often mis- 
taken, that they even contradict one another, and in short 
that no class or party is really willing to abide by their 
decision. 


Here again, if they were mistaken, let it be shown by 
undoubted testimony (of Holy Writ or otherwise) that 
they were mistaken: but let no one take for granted that 
because they differ from the received notions of our own 
age, they were therefore in error. It should never be for- 
gotten that every age has its errors: and it may be, possibly, 
that wherein we differ from them the error is our own. No 
doubt each eminent writer then, as each eminent writer 
now, was in some respects mistaken. It is the simple con- 
dition of humanity to be lable to error. But as that does 
not cause us to refuse the testimony of our contemporaries, 
or their aid in the pursuit of truth, so it need not cause us 
to turn a deaf ear to the earlier writers. The circumstance 
that in some respects each was in error only renders their 
combined testimony to truth more weighty. It has indced 
been asserted that they were all in error upon certain points: 
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but that assertion the Author has elsewhere’ shown to be 
totally destitute of truth. Agam, with regard to their 
contradictions of each other, where they do occur they 
should of course be noted; but the cases will be found to 
be of little practical importance ; and their differences upon 
some points only place in a clearer light their agreement 
where they do agree. Lastly, as to the alleged fact that 
no class or party heartily accepts even the combined evi- 
dence of the Fathers, it is certainly true of two opposite 
parties ; viz. the Roman Church and those Protestants who 
have rejected the Apostolical succession,—both setting up 
modern opinions to oppose or to explain away primitive 
doctrine: but it is not true of the Church of England, 
which (as has been frequently shown) both formally recog- 
nizes the consent of Catholic Doctors, and does in point of 
fact, in her public acts and documents, agree substantially 
im doctrine and discipline with that consent, so far as it has 
yet been ascertained ; whatever instances have been brought 
forward to the contrary being mistakes in matter of fact. 


5. But besides this use of the Fathers as evidence, many 
persons attribute to them a certain degree of authority ; 
and greater objection is felt to appealing to them as autho- 
rity, than to using them as testimony. There are, however, 
very different ways of treating them as authority. 


Now to quote sentences of the Fathers, as we do texts of 
Holy Writ, as being infallibly conclusive, (which has been 


1 In his “ Doctrine of Scripture and of the Primitive Church upon 
Religious Celibacy,”’ in reply to the author of ‘‘ Antient Christianity.” 
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done by writers of the Roman Church, especially before 
Daillé’s time,) can only be done in ignorance or in bad 
faith; because every person acquainted with them knows 
that, like all uninspired writers, they differ from each other 
and from themselves. But if we simply quote them as per- 
sons whose opinion or testimony ought to have with us very 
great weight, either for what they were in themselves, or 
for the age in which they lived, this is a quite different mat- 
ter; it is constantly done in the Homilies of the Church ; 
and there surely can be no valid objection to it. We 
do not hesitate to appeal to the judgment of the great lights 
of our own Church, and to regard their dicta as not to be 
lightly questioned, partly for their own learning, judgment, 
and piety, (as Hooker, Sanderson, Wilson, Waterland,) 
partly for the era in which they flourished, (as Cranmer, 
Ridley, Jewel:) we give them authority over our own minds, 
and in deciding controversies between ourselves ; and what 
valid objection can be raised to our giving corresponding 
weight to the worthies of more ancient times? And as the 
earliest writers conversed either with Apostles, or with 
those who had heard the Apostles, it is natural to attribute 
greater weight to their words than to those of subsequent 
writers. And what if they do show whilst writing, that 
they had no anticipation of being guides to posterity? what 
if they caution us against trusting them implicitly, and re- 
commend us to search the Scriptures for ourselves? what if 
they were sometimes in error? Do not all these circum- 
stances apply to those more modern authors whom we do 
not hesitate to recognize as, in themselves, authorities ? and 
why then should we be reluctant to yield to the more ancient 
that authority, as individuals, which all subsequent time has 
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accorded to them? Authority may be great without being 
infallible. Authority may have weighty influence upon the 
judgment without directly binding the conscience. 


These remarks and arguments are capable of being stated 
much more fully, and of being illustrated by instances 
throughout ; but to do so would require a separate treatise ; 
and it has been thought better to produce them thus na- 
kedly than to omit them altogether. 


It is proper to state that the editions of Irenzeus and of 
other Fathers referred to are chiefly the Benedictine : 
Clement of Alexandria is quoted in the edition of Klotz, 
and Eusebius in that of Zimmermann. 
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CHAPTER I. 


LIFE OF 8. IREN/EUS, AND GENERAL ACCOUNT OF HIS 
WRITINGS. 


Ir Polycarp is an object of great interest, as the dis- 
ciple of St. John, and the hearer both of him and of 
other contemporaries of our Lord; if Justin is so, as 
having been the first man of eminent learning who 
came over from the walks of heathen philosophy to 
submit his mind to the doctrine of Christ; Irenzeus, 
again, has claims upon our attention scarcely less, as 
having been brought up in the Christian faith under 
the eye of Polycarp ; having, therefore, no previous 
tinge of Judaism or heathen philosophy, but imbued 
with Christian principles almost, if not quite, from 
his cradle, and at the same time displaying equal 
vigour of mind, if not equal knowledge of heathen 
learning, with either Justin or Clement of Alex- 
andria'. To these circumstances we are no doubt 
to attribute it, that there appear in his writings a 


* Tertullian (adv. Valent. 5.) calls him omnium doctrinarum 
curtosissimus explorator. 
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2 DATE OF HIS BIRTH. 


greater justness of reasoning, and a more unexcep- 
tionable use of scripture, than is to be found in the 
writers of the Alexandrian school. 


With regard to the time of his birth we know 


nothing certain. We find him still a lad, rai¢ ov Ere’, 


listening to the Christian instruction of Polycarp, not 
long, as it would appear, before the death of that 
martyr. For, after saying* that he had seen Poly-. 


* Emist. ad Florinum. Elcov yap ot, xaic oy ere ey ry xdrew 
"Aoig xapa rg oducdpry, A\apxpe¢ rparrovra éy ry Bactkucy addy, 
kal weipmpevoy eldoxipety rap abrg. MaAXoy yap ra rore dtaprn- 
povevw THY Evayyxoc yivopévwr* ai yap éx xaidwy padhoec, cuy- 
avlovoa ry Wuyxn, evovyrat airy’ Sore pe duvacOat cixeiv cai roy 
réxov, év @ xabelopevoc duedéyero 6 paxaptog Hodvcaproc, cal 
rac rpoddouc avrov cai rac eiaddouc, cai rov yapaxrijpa rov Biov, 
kal rv rev cwparog idéay, kal rac ccadetere Gc Exotetro xpoc To 
wrijBoc, cal rnv perd "Iwavvov cvvavacrpogiy we axnyyeddre, cal 
Thy pera rwy olxWY TwY EwpaKkorwy roy Kupioy’ Kal we arEpyn- 
pdveve rovg Adyoucg avrwy, cai xepl rov Kupiov riva hy & wap’ 
éxelvy Henxder’ cal rept roy duvdpewy adrov cal wep rii¢ orcagxa- 
Alag, wo mapa réy abroxroy rifc Zenc rou Adyou rapedrngwc 6 
Tlodvcaprog arhyyedXe, wTavta cupgwva raic ypagaic. Tatra xai 
rore Ota TU EXEo¢g Tov Oeov ro Ex’ Epol yeyovog orovcaiwe fxovoy, 
Lxopynparclouevoc abra obk év yapry, GAN’ év TH Eun Kapdig’ cal 
dei dca ry xapev rov Oeov yvhows ara dvapapucwpat. 

* Adv. Her. III. iii. 4. Kat Wodtcaproe 8¢ ob povoy tx6 dro- 
orddwy paOnrevOeic, cai cvvavacrpageic wodAolg roic rov Xpiaroy 
Ewpaxdotv, dAXa cal iro drooréAwy KaraoraGeic cic rv ‘Aciar, 
év ry tv Lpipvy exxArnolg, Exioxowoc, Ov Kal Hpeic ewpaxaper Ev 
TH TpwTY Hwy HArAckig’ (EreroAv yap waptpmecve, Kal wavy ynpa- 
Akoc, Evddtwe Kal éxchavéorara paprupynoac, ekndOe rov [iov): 


Ker. AX, 


DATE OF HIS BIRTH. 3 


carp 2” the early part of his life, tv ry wowry nAuKia,g— 
in order to account for what might appear improba- 
ble, viz., his being the contemporary of that martyr at 
all_—he says, that Polycarp lived to a very advanced 
age; EmiToAD yap Tapépewe, Kal wavy ynpadéioc..... 
etnAOe rov Biov. This makes it evident that it must 
have taken place towards the very close of Polycarp’s 
life; and yet not so near to it but that he had had 
time to mark * Avs manner of life, and the discourses 
he made to the people, and remembered his account of 
his familiar intercourse with the apostle John, and the 
survivors of those who had seen the Lord, and his re- 
hearsals of their sayings, and of their accounts of the 
discourses and miracles of the Lord. All this would 
require, one should suppose, at least five or six years. 
Then, again, we are to bear in mind that he would 
not have been capable of marking things of such a 
nature, (so as to remember them, as he tells us he 
did, perfectly,) when a young child, nor until his 
mind had in some degree begun to expand. So that 
we can scarcely suppose him younger than sixteen at 
the time of Polycarp’s martyrdom, and the expres- 
sion waic would admit of his being some years older. 


Dodwell*, indeed, has endeavoured to arrive at 
greater accuracy, and thinks that, by another casual 
expression of Irenseus, in his etter to Florinus, he is 
enabled to fix the date absolutely. Ireneeus remarks 


* Ep. ad Flor. * Diss. in Ireneeum, II. § 10, 11. 
B2 
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that he had seen Florinus, when himself still a lad, 
in the company of Polycarp, in Lower Asia; when at 
the same time Florinus was getting on very pros- 
perously at the court of the emperor: dapmpwe mear- 
rovra tv ry PBaoiky avrdAy. Taking it for granted 
that Ireneus intends to say that he was an actual 
witness of the prosperity of his friend, and conse- 
quently that the imperial court must have been at 
that very time sojourning in Lower Asia, and having 
ascertained that Adrian is the only emperor who 
appears to have remained any time there, he fixes 
upon the year 122 as the probable year in which 
Adrian might have been there, and thus imagines 
that he has established at least one date with cer- 
tainty. Now the stress of the observation of Irenzeus 
does not lie upon the success of Florinus at court, 
but upon his having associated with Polycarp, and 
having endeavoured to gain his good opinion; that, 
so far as appears, is the only thing which Ireneus 
witnessed. The imperial court may therefore have 
been at some other place, and Florinus may have 
been only on a visit at Smyrna, at the time when 
Ireneus saw him there. 


There is another objection to this hypothesis of 
Dodwell, and that is, that it is inconsistent with the 
date of the martyrdom of Polycarp, which took place 
A.D. 166-7. We have seen above that Irenseus could 
not have known him for many years before his death, 

] 
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whereas Dodwell’s notion would require him to have 
been acquainted with him forty years before, when it 
is impossible Polycarp could have been very old, to 
say nothing of Irenzus’ implication as to its having 
been towards the close of his life. If we suppose, 
then, that he was acquainted with him for six or 
eight years, and that he was about eighteen at the 
time of his martyrdom, it will make the birth of 
Treneeus to have taken place about the year 150. 
This, at all events, is the latest date we can assign to 
it. Dupin* and Massuet’ place it a.p. 140; Tille- 
mont * twenty years earlier; and Dodwell is desirous 
of carrying it up ten or twenty years earlier still. 
Perhaps Massuet’s date may be nearest the truth. 
But exactness in these particulars is of the less mo- 
ment, as we have, established by his own mouth, the 
main circumstance on account of which it is of im- 
portance to ascertain it: for the chief, if not the 
only, reason for desiring to fix the date of his birth 
is, that we may judge what kind of witness he is 
likely to have been of apostolical tradition. Now we 
have seen him expressly affirming that he had heard 
Polycarp recount the narratives and doctrines of St. 
John and other contemporaries of Christ; and he 
likewise informs us he paid diligent attention to him, 
and that he remembered him so minutely that he 
° Auteurs Ecclésiastiques, tom. i. S. Trenée. 


” The Benedictine Editor: Dissert. Prev. IT. § 2. 
* Mémoires, tom. iii. S. Irenée, art. ii. 
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could * point out the place where he sat, and trace 
the walks he was accustomed to take; and moreover, 
that he not only heard his words, but treasured them 
up in bis memory, and was continually refreshing his 
remembrance of them by meditation upon them. 
The testimony of such a witness must be more than 


ordinarily valuable. 


Upon the death of Polycarp, it is probable that he 
put himself under the guidance of Papias, as he is 
ealled by Jerome' his disciple. Certain it is, that 
he several times quotes that pious but too credu- 
lous writer, and that with evident approbation. There 
is likewise a person, whom he does not name, but 
whom he often mentions’, from whom he appears to 


° Ep. ad Flor. supra. 

' Enpist. 53. al. 29. ad Theodoram viduam. Refert Irenzus, 
vir Apostolicorum temporum, et Papis, auditoris Evangelista 
Joannis, discipulus, Episcopus Ecclesie Lugdunensis, quod 
Marcus quidam, de Basilidis Gnostici stirpe descendens, primum 
ad Gallias venerit, et eas partes, per quas Rhodanus et Garumna 
fluunt, sud doctrind maculaverit, maximeque nobiles foeminas, 
queedam in occulto mysteria repromittens, hoc errore seduxerit, 
magicis artibus et secreté corporum voluptate amorem sui con- 
cilians: inde Pyrenzeum transiens, Hispanias occuparit; et hoc 
studii habuerit, ut divitum domos, et in ipsis feeminas maxime 
appeteret, que ducuntur variis desideriis, semper discentes, et 
nunquam ad scientiam veritatis pervenientes. Hoc ille scripsit ante 
annos circiter trecentos; et scripsit in iis Hbris, quos adversus 
omnes heereses doctissimo et eloquentissimo sermone composuit. 

* Adv. Har. 1. Pref. 2. xv. 6. III. xvii. 4. xxiii. 3. 
IV. xxvii. 1. 
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have learnt much, and who was a contemporary of 
the apostolical generation. Some have conjectured 
him to have been the same as Papias*®. Dodwell 
thinks him to have been Pothinus*, the predecessor 
of Irenzeus in the see of Lyons; yet, if he had been 
either one or the other of them, there appears no 
reason why he should not have named him; for he 
does mention Papias by name more than once, and 
Pothinus was likewise a person of sufficient eminence 
to have been quoted by name. The probability ap- 
pears to be, that he was a person of no great note, 
but who had the advantage of being a hearer of those 
who had seen the Lord °. 


How long Ireneus continued to reside in Asia 
Minor we know not; but we find him next at Lyons‘, 


* See Massuet, Diss. Prav. 1I.§ 3. * Diss. in Iren. IV. 3. 

* Treneeus (IV. xxvii. 1.) calls him quendam presbyterum qui 
audierat ab his qui apostolos viderant, et ab hts qui didicerant. 

* Euseb. Hist. Eccl.V. iii. 2. Kal dn dtapwriag trapyovone rept 
ray dednAwpévwy [sc. Montanus and his disciples] abOc¢ of xara 
riv TadKiay dédedgol ry idiay cplow Kal repi rovrwy ebrdaPi Kat 
cpOodokordrny iwordrrovary*® ExBépevoe kal rev wap’ abroic redew- 
Gévrwy papripwy Scagdpove excoroAde, dc év deopoic Ere bxapyorrec 
roic éx’ ‘Aaiac cal Spvylac ddedpoic dtexapatay’ ob pry ddda cal 
’"EXevOdpy rg rére ‘Pwpalwy imoxdny, rig TeV Exxrnowy eiphync 
Evexa xpeoprevorrec. 

iv. 1. O8 J abrot paprupec cal rov Elpnvaioy, xpeaBirepor rér’ 
Svra rig tv Aovydovry xapotiac, rg dnrwHevre cara ‘Popny 
ixioxéxy ovvlorwy, mreiora TH Gvdpi paprupoiyrec, e¢ ai rovroy 


Zxovcas roy rpoxoy ondovac pwval, 
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a priest of the church there, under Pothinus’, its 
venerable bishop. What led him there we are not 
informed. The place lay a good way up the Rhone, 
near the mouth of which was Marseilles, a Greek 
colony from Phocea in Asia Minor‘, with which 
commercial intercourse had been kept up ever since 
B.c. 600. Business or relationship might have taken 


" Jerome, Catalog. Irenzeus Pothini Episcopi, qui Lugdunen- 
sem in Gallia reyebat ecclesiam, Presbyter, 4 Martyribus ejusdem 
loci ob quasdam Ecclesiz questiones legatus Romam missus, 
honorificas super nomine suo ad Eleutherium Episcopum perfert 
literas. Postea jam Pothino prope nonagenario ob Christum 
martyrio coronato, in locum ejus substituitur. Constat autem 
Polycarpi, cujus supra fecimus mentionem, sacerdotis et martyris, 
hunc fuisse discipulum. Scripsit quinque adversus Hereses libros, 
et contra Gentes volumen breve, et de Disciplina aliud, et ad 
Marcianum fratrem de Apostolica preedicatione, et librum Vario- 
rum tractatuum, et ad Blastum de Schismate, et ad Florinum de 
Monarchia, sive, quod Deus non sit conditor malorum, et de 
Octava egregium commentarium, in cujus fine significans se 
Apostolicorum temporum vicinum fuisse, sic subscripsit : 

* € Adjuro te qui transcribis librum istum, per Dominum Jesum 
Christum, et per gloriosum ejus adventum, quo judicaturus est 
vivos et mortuos, ut conferas postquam transcripseris, et emendes 
illum ad exemplar, unde scripsisti, diligentissime : hanc quoque 
obtestationem similiter transferas, ut invenisti in exemplari.’ Fe- 
runtur ejus et alize ad Victorem Episcopum Rome de questione 
Pasche epistola, in quibus commonet eum, non facile debere 
_ unitatem collegii scindere : siquidem Victor multos Asiz et Ori- 
entis Episcopos, qui decimaquarta luna cum Judzis pascha cele- 
brabant, damnandos crediderat ; in qua sententia hi qui discrepa- 
bant ab illis, Victori non dederunt manus. Florvit maxime sub 
Commodo principe, qui Marco Antonino Vero in imperium suc- 
cesserat. * Athen. Detpnosoph, xiii. 5. Justin, xliii. 3. 
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him thither, or even to Lyons itself. For although 
this latter was 2 Roman colony, and its name, Lug- 
dunum, sufficiently evinces that it was not of Greek 
foundation, yet the number of Greek names ° amongst 
the Christians there shows that there must have been 
many of that race residing there. Indeed, the cir- 
cumstance that the Montanist heresy, which arose in 
Phrygia, spread in no long time to Lyons, and that 
the Lyonnese wrote to the churches in Asia and 
Phrygia, both to give an account of the persecution, 
and to discountenance the opinions of Montanus, 
clearly prove that there was some reason for frequent 
intercourse and sympathy between Lyons and Asia 
Minor. 


There is no reason, therefore, to conjecture any 
extraordinary mission or other conjuncture to bring 
him into that part of the world. He may have been 
ordained priest after he arrived there; but we cannot 
argue that with any certainty from his being called 
by Jerome’ a priest of Pothinus; for even when church 
discipline attained its greatest strictness, and every 
bishop regarded an ecclesiastic ordained by himself 
as his subject, there was nothing to prevent a bishop 
from transferring one of his clergy to the jurisdiction 


* Pothinus, the bishop, Attalus, (epyapnvoc rp yéver’ Euseb. 
V.i. 7.) Alcibiades, Biblias, Alexander, (®pvé ro yévoc’ ibid. 21.) 
all mentioned by Eusebius, besides others recorded in the mar- 
tyroloyies. ' See note ’, p. 8. 
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of another bishop, whose subject he thenceforward 
became. So that thé epithet made use of by Jerome 
only proves—what we know from Eusebius 7—that 
Irenzus was a priest of the diocese of Lyons when 
Pothinus was bishop. 


It is the more necessary to remark this, as there 
appears to be a disposition gaining ground to take 
the slightest evidence as absolute proof. Undoubtedly 
a sceptical disposition is a great mischief; but a 
credulous temper, although less injurious to the 
possessor, is no slight evil, from its natural tend- 
ency to produce scepticism by an unavoidable re- 
action. 


But wheresoever Irenzus first entered into the 
priesthood, he had abode so long at Lyons in the 
year 177%, that he had gained the character of a per- 
son zealous for the gospel of Christ *, and recommend- 


? Hist. Eccl. V. v. 8. WoOecvo on eg’ bAore rjc Cwitc Ereoww évevn- 
kovra ovy Toic éxlTadAlac papruphoace redewHévroc, Eipnvatog 
ric kara Aovycouvoy, he 6 TWoGewdg Hyetro wapotxiac, ri)y ertoxo- 
ayy dvadéxerat, [oAvxaprov cé rovrov dxovoriy yertocOar Kara 
riv veay éepavOavopey HALKiay. 

? Tillemont, Mémoires, Note 1. Sur les Martyrs de Lion. 

“See the Epistle of the Martyrs to Eleutherus; Euseb. 
V.iv. 1. Xaipeyv é€y Oep ce tv naow evyducba xai acl, xarep 
’"EXevBepe. Taira oot ra ypappara xporpelapeba roy ddedoov 
pay Kat Kovwvoy Eipnvatoy dtaxdmcocat’ kal wapaxadovpev exer 


ge avrov éy wapabéce, Cnrtwrnv ovra riig ceadAcne rov Xptoroi. 
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ed more by his intrinsic excellence than by his sacred 
office ; and was so relied upon as to be chosen by the 
martyrs of Lyons, then in prison, as a fit person to 
send to Eleutherus, bishop of Rome, with their testi- 
mony against the Montanists. It is, indeed, barely 
said by Eusebius *, that their epistles were written for 
the purpose of promoting the peace of the churches 
(rng rwv EexkAnowy etonvng Eveka mosoPevovrec) ; but 
eonnecting them, as he does in his narrative, with 
the mention of the Montanist heresy, and of the 
dissensions occasioned by it (Svapwviac drapyovong rept 
rwy dednAwpivwr), it is unavoidable to conclude that 
they had reference to it. Some light may be thrown 
upon the subject by the assertion of Tertullian °, that 


2. Ei yap yeepey rdémoy revi dixaioovyny meptrocetcOa, we 
apeopurepoy éxxAnolac, Smep eoriy éx airg, év mpwrac Gy 
wapebéueBa. 

* Hist. Eccl. V. iii. 2. See note °, p. 7. 

* Tertull. adv. Praxean, i. Nam iste primus ex Asia hoc 
genus perversitatis intulit Rome. .... Nam idem tunc Episco- 
pum Romanum, agnoscentem jam prophetias Montani, Prisce, 
Maximillz, et ex ea agnitione pacem ecclesiis Asie et Phrygie 
inferentem, falsa de ipsis prophetis et ecclesiis eorum adseverando, 
et praecessorum ejus auctoritates defendendo, coégit et literas pacis 
revocare jam emissas, et a proposito recipiendorum charismatum 
concessare. Ita duo negotia diabolo Praxeas Rome procuravit: 
prophetiam expulit (we must remember that Tertullian was a 
Montanist), et hzeresin intulit: Paracletum fugavit, et Patrem cru- 
cifixit. Fructicaverant avenze Praxeane, hic quoque super- 
seminatz, dormientibus multis in simplicitate doctrine ; traducte 
dehinc per quem Deus voluit, etiam evulsz videbantur. Denique 
caverat pristinum doctor de emendatione sua; et manet chirogra- 
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a bishop of Rome had admitted the Montanists to 
communion by giving them letters of amity. Who 
the bishop was he gives no hint; and as he connects 
the matter with the account of the dissemination of 
the heresy of Praxeas, some, as Dupin’ and Tille- 
mont *®, have concluded that it could not have been 
an earlier bishop than Victor, because Praxeas did 
not appear as a heretic at an earlier period. This, 
however, as Massuet justly argues®, is not conclu- 
sive ; for the throwing together two things in a nar- 
rative by no means proves that they closely followed 
each other; and this visit of Praxeas to Rome may, 
with greater probability, be assumed to have been 
when he was a catholic. <A sufficient space of time 
had evidently elapsed between the visit of Praxeas 
to Rome, under the bishop who had granted commu- 
nicatory letters to the Montanists, and the time when 
Tertullian was writing', to allow of his becoming 
tinged with the Patripassian heresy, of his dissemi- 
nating it secretly, of his avowing it openly, of his 
being convinced of his error, and being reconciled to 
the church; finally, of his relapsing, and ultimately 
quitting the church. All this would take up many 
phum apud Psychicos (the orthodox), apud quos res tunc gesta 
est. Exinde silentium..... Ita aliquamdiu per hypocrisin 
subdola vivacitate latitavit, et nunc denuo erupit. 
7 In his account of Tertullian’s Treatise against Praxeas. 
* Tom. ii. Note 4. Sur les Montanistes. 


° Dissertationes Prev. Il. § 8, 9. 
" See Tertullian in loco. 
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years, and allow ample time for the supposition that 
Eleutherus was the bishop alluded to; not to say 
that a bishop of Rome was little likely to have 
listened to him when an avowed heretic. And then 
the letter of the martyrs has a well-defined object, 
viz., to dissuade him from contributing to rend the 
church in pieces by countenancing a set of men who 
had been excommunicated by the churches by whom 
they were surrounded, and by those in Gaul with 
which they were in some degree connected; and 
thoroughly explains the expression of Eusebius, ric 


-~ r ) -~ » , ¢ r 
TwWY EKKANCLWY ELPNYNE EVEKa motoPevovrec. 


There is another circumstance, which, so far as I 
know, has not been adverted to: viz., that the 
Montanists appear not to have differed from the 
other Christians of Asia Minor in the observance of 
Easter; and as we know that Victor excommunicated 
those Churches for differing from him, he is not 
likely to have patronized a sect who also differed 
from him in a matter he regarded as so important. 


As we know that the Church of Lyons sent these 
letters to Eleutherus, with one of their own, preserved 
in part by Eusebius’, giving an account of the mar- 
tyrdoms, it has been supposed by some that Irenzus 
actually wrote this letter; and the idea is confirmed | 


* Hest. Eccl. V. i. 1. 
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by the circumstance, that Gcumenius, in his Com- 
mentary on the First Epistle of St. Peter, (cap. 3. 
p- 498.) has preserved a fragment of a writing of 
Irenzeus, concerning Sanctus and Blandina. Now, 
these two persons are mentioned particularly in the 
letter of the Church of Lyons*; of which, therefore, 
this fragment (numbered xiii. in the Benedictine 
edition) is probably another remnant. There is no 
ground for doubting that Irenaeus did really visit 
Rome; the more especially, as two of his subsequent 
compositions were occasioned by errors of priests of 
that Church—viz. Florinus and Blastus *. 


Pothinus died in this persecution, as really a 
martyr as others who have been regarded as more 
truly such. Being upwards of ninety years old, suf- 
fering under infirmity both of age and sickness, 
dragged to the tribunal, and back again to prison, 
without any regard to his weakness and age, beaten, 


* Euseb. V. i. 7. 

* Euseb. V. xx. 1. ’Eevavriacg ray ért ‘Pwpne ror vytij rife 
éxxAngiac Oeopov xapayxaparrorvrwy, Eipnyvaiog crapopouc Exiorodac 
auvrarree’ Thy pev excypawacg mpoc BAaoroy mepi oxiaparoc’ riy ce 
xpdc PAwpivoy mepi povapyxiac, i} mept rov ju) elvac rov Ocoy 
TONTHY KaKwY" TAUTNS yap rot Tig yrwpne OUTOY EoKEt rpoaawiZety’ 
e ov ablic txocvpdpevov ry Kara Obaderrivoy trary, Kal TO Tepi 
Oycoadog ouyrarrerat ry Eipnvaiy oroveacpa’ év @ Kai émonpaive- 


Tat TY TpwWrnY Tov aroordAwy KarEnpevat Eavroy diacoxhy. 





Ey af YE py TpoELpHKapeEy moO TOV P\wpivoy o Eipnvatoc 
EmtoTo\] advlic ric dpa Tlo\vcapre ovvovelac abrov pynporevec 
Aéywy' Ta dédypara, x. 7. A. 
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kicked, and assailed with every missile that came to 
hand, it is more wonderful that he did not breathe 
his last under their hands, than that he lingered out 
two days in the prison®. lIrenzus succeeded him ®; 
and if we may judge of him by the ability, learning, 
zeal, and sound judgment displayed in his writings, 
and by the Christian temper he evinced on the 
occasion of the paschal controversy, we may safely 
conclude that he was a more than worthy suc- 
cessor. 


Before I proceed further, I will observe a little 
upon the visit of Ireneus to Rome, which appears to 
have been the third application made to Rome from 
any distant Church; the first being from Corinth, 
under St. Clement, the second by Polycarp, to 
Anicetus. The first was not unnatural, when we 
consider that Clement had been the companion of 
St. Paul, and that the Church of Corinth was under 
pecuniary obligations to that of Rome. The second 
was a consultation, as between equals. The third 
was a deputation from the Churches of an adjacent 
country, (civilly subject to Rome, and therefore in 
the habit of visiting the city,) to expostulate with 
the then bishop upon an injudicious step he had 
taken. They were evidently led to it by their sym- 
pathy with the Asiatic Churches, from whence they 


* Euseb. Hist. Eccl. V. i. 14. * Ibid. V. v. 3, supra. 
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drew their own origin, whose divisions and errors 
they deplored : and they were afraid of the mischief 
likely to accrue to the Christian world from the 
sanction given to the Montanist errors by the head 
of a Church so important as that of Rome, to which, 
from its being the common resort of Christians from 
all quarters, they had been in the habit of looking as 
the depository of their common traditions, and whose 
example therefore must be tenfold more hurtful than 
that of any other Church, if given on the side of 
error. It was, moreover, in all probability, an ex- 
postulation with him for having committed the actual 
error of countenancing what the whole catholic 
Church, from first to last, has declared to be delusion 
and heresy; and the object of it was, to entreat him 
to recant his error. How contrary is this whole 
matter to the notion of these Churches being subject 
to that of Rome, or to their looking up to the bishop 
of it as an authorized director in cases of doubt and 
difficulty! And even if we do not admit that 
Eleutherus was the actual bishop who gave his 
letters of peace to the Montanists, yet it has always 
been acknowledged that the letters of the martyrs, 
thus sent by the public authority of the Gaulish 
Churches, were intended to caution him against 
entertaining them, and that either he or Victor did 
countenance them. And how inconsistent is such 
a state of things with the idea of a Church privi- 
leged to be free from error or delusion, watching 
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over others, instead of being watched over by 
them ! 


One other point about this visit remains to be 
noticed. It has been supposed’ that Ireneus went 
to Rome to be consecrated to the Church of Lyons, 
or that he was consecrated there. That he went 
there for any such purpose is contrary to all the 
evidence we have, which specifies another cause for 
his journey, and does not hint at this. Massuet, 
indeed, argues, from Jerome’s relating his visit to 
Rome immediately before his ordination, as successor 
to Pothinus*, that the two must have an explicit 
connexion with each other; but the very connecting 
term postea, and the reason given with it, that 
Pothinus had suffered martyrdom, would rather 
appear to separate the journey with its circum- 
stances, from the ordination with its reason. He 
likewise relies upon the request of the martyrs to 
Eleutherus, éyev oe avrov tv mapaficn®; which he 
chooses to translate, ut tpsum ceteris anteponas. So 
very much to be drawn from one word, reminds one 
of Dodwell’s theories. The expression might, indeed, 
possibly have a force, which it is rather surprising 
that Massuet has overlooked. It might mean “ place 


7 By Quesnel (see Tillemont, tom. iii. just at the end of his 
account of Ireneeus); and by Massuet, Dissert. Prev. II. § 12. 

* See note ’, p. 8. 

® See note *, p. 10. 
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him by thy side,” which, if it had occurred to the 
French divine, he would probably have translated, 
“ Elatum eum fac in eundem quem ipse tenes 
ordinem :” “ Make him a bishop like thyself.” But 
when we take it in connexion with the concluding 
clause, év mpwroc av wapeBéuea, the phrase would 
appear to signify nothing more than, “Treat him 
with all respect.” 


That he may have been consecrated when there, 
if Pothinus died in the interim, is not impossible ; 
for it has not been unusual, in all ages of the Church, 
for a bishop elect to be consecrated in the place 
where he happened to be at the time of his election. 
But there is no evidence for this; nothing, in short, 
but the presumption, that there was no other bishop 
in Gaul but the bishop of Lyons. And if there were, 
as is not improbable, bishops of Autun, of Arles, and 
of Vienne, at this time, then there was no motive 
whatever for having recourse to the bishop of Rome, 
at a period when, as is well known, the neighbouring 
bishops always filled up a vacancy, with the consent 
of the clergy and people, without having recourse to 
any higher or ulterior authority. But supposing that 
he was consecrated at Rome, it makes nothing what- 
ever for the supremacy of that see. I am willing to 
grant to it a much higher rank and authority than 
such a circumstance would vindicate for it. Igna- 
tius, when going to martyrdom, besought Polycarp 
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to appoint a bishop in his place; and yet no one has 
thought fit, on that ground, to claim for Polycarp the 
title even of primate of the East; whilst I readily 
admit that the bishop of Rome was long looked up 
to, not only as primate of the West, but as the first 
bishop 2 rank, and governing the first Church zn 
authority, in the whole Christian world. 


But whatever may be doubtful, one thing is cer- 
tain, that Irenseus dzd succeed Pothinus as bishop of 
Lyons. Of his conduct in his own particular Church 
we have no means of judging, for no record has sur- 
vived to tell us of anything he did there. It appears 
certain, from the expression of Kusebius', exrecxore 
rwv kata TaAXtay wapociwy, that he was primate, or, 
at least, had influence over several dioceses in Gaul ; 
a8 waporxia in the early writers commonly signifies a 
diocese*. This idea is farther confirmed by the use 
of a parallel expression *, to describe the jurisdiction 
of the bishop of Alexandria. It is well known that, 
in the time of Athanasius, the number of dioceses 
under him was near a hundred *; of these, between 
seventy and eighty were in Egypt, and sixteen within 
seventy miles of Alexandria, and in the same civil 
province of Aigyptus Prima. Over all these, the 
bishop of Alexandria exercised a control more com- 

'V. xxiii. 2. ? Bingham, IX. ii. 1. 
* Euseb. V. 22. Tay car’ ’Adetdvdpecay mapoxor. 
* Athanas. Apol. 2. p. 788. Paris, 1527. 
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plete than that of any other patriarch of those times. 
I mention these circumstances to show that, at the 
time to which Eusebius refers, his archiepiscopal 
province must have been considerable. And as the 
ecclesiastical station of Irenzus is described in the 
same terms, it almost amounts to demonstration, that 
he held a similar pre-eminence. The only difference 
is, that Ireneus is said to have ruled the wapotctwy 
xara TadXtav, and the bishop of Alexandria those 
car AdActavoonav. But this expression only shows 
that the Churches in Egypt emanated from Alexan- 
dria, and were permanently dependent upon it ; 
whilst those in Gaul emanated from no point within 
the country, nor were permanently dependent upon 
any one church. If any one should suppose that the 
term waporxia is used with regard to Alexandria in 
its modern sense of parish, and that Eusebius is 
speaking of the extent of the single diocese of 
Alexandria, I will only say, that that whole diocese 
contained only fourteen pastors, that the city con- 
tained sixteen churches’; and that Socrates, who 
wrote more than one hundred years after Eusebius, 
when describing the distinction of the pastoral charges 
in the diocese of Alexandria, merely says‘, that they 
were like wapoxia: so that this word had retained 
its meaning of diocese even to that period. 


* Bingham, IX. ii. 6. 


6 2 . ‘ -~ 
Mist. 1. 27. Ricw bro rv abrov xoduw we raporciat. 
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Massuet, indeed, argues at great length’ against 
the idea that there was any other bishop in Gaul 
than the bishop of Lyons; but all his arguments 
resolve themselves into the one, that there is no 
mention made in any early writer of any other. On 
this ground one might, with equal reason, conclude 
that there were no bishops in Britain before the 
council of Arles, when they are first mentioned. 
But until it can be shown that there is an instance 
in any writer anterior to Eusebius, or of his time, of 
the use of the term wapoxia to signify a parochial 
church or parish, the simple use of this word by him 
is sufficient evidence against all negative arguments 
whatever. What the author of the Acts of the 
Martyrdom of St. Saturninus says* of the fewness 
of churches in Gaul in his time is really no contra- 
diction to this opinion; for if there were at that 
time as many as twenty or thirty, it would be 
extremely few, considering the extent of the 
country. 


I have said that we have no record of the opera- 
tions of Irenzus as bishop of Lyons. I mean, that 
we know of nothing which he did in that particular 
church. He bore, in a general way, the character of 
“the light of the western® Gauls,” and is said to 


’ Dissert. 11. § 13—16. 

* Ruinart. Act. Mart. p. 110. cited by Massuet, Diss. Il. § 
15. 
* So called to distinguish them from the inhabitants of 
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have “cultivated and enlightened the Celtic nations'.” 
And in eonsonance with this there is a tradition 2, 
though of comparatively recent date, that he sent a 
priest and deacon as missionaries to Besancon, and a 
priest and two deacons to Valence, in Dauphiné. 
The circumstance is very probable in itself, and 


Galatia. Theodoret. Dial. i. p. 33. ed. Sirmond :—Eipnvaiog rijc 
IloAvaaprov cidacxaXiag axhAravoeyv’ éyeyove 6€ gworno Tadaray 
Tay Eorepiwy. 

' Id. Har, Fab. p. 189. Tove pérroe roy raday aipecewr 
pibove ék rev mwadawwy rij¢ eExAnolag didacxahwy ovrédcia, 
‘lovorivov rov gidoccgov cal paprvpoc, cal Eipnvainv rov ra 
KeéAriwa Kat yewpynoarrog cai gwricavrog EOyn. 

* Anonymus auctor martyrti S. Ferreolt presbyteri, et Ferruc- 
ctomis diacont, ac soctorum ejus, apud Surium, tom. viii. ad diem 16. 
Junii. Eodem tempore quo summus Sacerdos et Martyr Ecclesize 
Lugdunensis, S. Irenseus Episcopus Christi, lumen sternum et 
splendor justitie, publice suam przedicationem in Galliis dederat, 
et assidue verbum Domini nostri Jesu Christi gentibus declararat, 
Sanctum Ferreolum Presbyterum, et Ferruccionem Diaconum ad 
Vesunsensem civitatem vere ut fundamentum fortissimum ad 
fundandam supra petram Christi Ecclesiam misit: et sicut angu- 
laris lapis sponsi ccelestis, et ut margarite resplendentes fulge- 
bant, per quos nomen eternum et splendor glorise gentibus, que 
in tenebris jacebant, coruscaret ; ut eorum preedicatione ad Bap- 
tismatis gratiam convolarent in quibus erat mira virtus Christi. 
In verbo enim et sapientia strenui, vultum angelicum et Domini 
servitutibus aptum manifeste populis demonstrabant. Augebatur 
Catholica fides, letabantur de confuso et victo diabolo quotidie 
Christiani; qui derelinquentes idola, sequebantur Christi vestigia. 
Similiter Sanctus Ireneeus Felicem Presbyterum, Fortunatum, et 
Achilleum Diaconos, ex suo latere ante gloriosum martyrium 
suum Valentiam dirigit in urbem: quibus ingressis, talem 
Dominue athletis suis contulit gratiam, ut illa Paganorum multi- 
tudo, quz in tenebris jacebat, eos plenissimo affectu diligeret. 


HIS LETTER TO BLASTUS. 23 


is in agreement with the traditions of those 
Churches. 


We now come to a more remarkable period of his 
life. We have seen that the Christians of that age 
looked with peculiar anxiety to Rome, as the Church 
where, from the constant meeting together of Chris- 
tians from the provinces, the traditions of the cath- 
olic Church were most accurately preserved. Any 
departure of that Church from purity of doctrine 
would be of more serious consequence than the de- 
flexion of one of less influence. Irensus had been 
taught to exercise this feeling by his mission from 
the martyrs; and had no doubt learnt to feel it more 
deeply on the spot, when he trode the ground con- 
secrated by the martyrdom of the two great apostles 
with whose joint superintendence and instruction 
that Church was so long favoured, and when he ob- 
served how every heretic likewise resorted to Rome, 
as amore important theatre than any other. Nor 
can we suppose that he had left that Church without 
forming some bond of union with individual mem- 
bers of it. His heart, therefore, returned no doubt 
to it, and caused him to indite those several epistles 
Eusebius mentions*, occasioned by the dissensions 
he heard of as prevailing there. The first men- 
tioned by the historian is that addressed to Blastus 
on the subject of schism. What it was which led 


> Hist. Eccl, V. xx. 1. 
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him into schism is variously related by ancient 
writers. Eusebius simply says‘ that he indulged 
in speculations of his own at variance with truth. 
Theodoret * stated that he was entangled in the 
errors of Marcion and Valentinus; but if he had been 
so at that time, it appears most probable that Ire- 
nus would have noticed the errors themselves even 
more prominently than the schism which accom- 
panied them. A more probable account is that given 
by the ancient author whose addition to one of Ter- 
tullian’s works is commonly printed with it‘, that 


P 


“he wished covertly to introduce Judaism ;” and in 
particular, that “he insisted on the observance of 
the paschal season on the fourteenth day of the 
moon, according to the law of Moses ;” with which 
agrees what Pacian says’, “that he was a Greek, and 
that he adhered to the Montanists;” for the Mon- 
tanists, having arisen in Asia Minor, celebrated that 
season at the same time as the other Christians of 
that country, i.e. with the Jews. So that his schism 
probably consisted in this, that having come from 
Asia, he wished to raise a party favourable to the 
Asiatic practice, or, at least, declined to conform to 
that of Rome. And we can imagine how earnestly 
Irenzus would press him to conform to the usages 
of the Church in which he sojourned; a thing he 
could do with so much greater authority, inasmuch 


* Ibid. 15. * Her. Fab. 1. 28. 
* Tertull. de Prescript. 53. " Emist. 1. 
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as, being himself of Asiatic birth, and brought up in 
the very church of Polycarp, he had conformed to 
the Western usage. 


Whether it was before or after this time that 
Blastus left the communion of the Church we know 
not. Eusebius, however, relates *, (at least so Mas- 
suet °, with great probability, apprehends his mean- 
ing,) that he was deposed from the priesthood, and 
that he detached many from the Church to follow 
speculations of his own, at variance with the truth. 
Theodoret’s statement may therefore be substantially 
correct, although at a period subsequent to that at 
which Treneus wrote the letter [kot Zyisparoc. 


The next letter Eusebius mentions is that to Flo- 
rinus. This person was likewise a priest of the 
Church at Rome, and had been known to Ireneus 
in early life', when they were both pupils of Poly- 
carp, and Florinus was high in the court of the reign- 
ing emperor. But he had forsaken civil life, and 
entered holy orders, from which he was now ejected, 
as being the head of a party holding novel and pe- 


* Hist. Eccl. V.15.° Ot & éxt ‘Popne fepalov, wry ipyetro 
brAwpivoc, mpeafsurepiov Tic éxKAnoliac axoxeawy, BAdorog re avy 
rourgy xaparAnoio xrepart Kareoynpévoc’ ot kai wielove rig éx- 
xAnolag weptédxovrec, Exi rd opey Yxiyov Bovdnpa’ Oarepog idiwe 
mepi riy Gd\nOecay vewrepile weipwpevoc. * Diss. I. § 59. 

' Epist. ad Florinum, supra, p. 2. 
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culiar opinions*. His peculiarity is distinctly speci- 
fied, viz. that he taught that God was the author of 
evil. To avoid this conclusion, Marcion had taught 
two first principles—the one of good, the other of 
evil. It was probably in combating this error that 
Florinus had insisted on the unity of God, and of 
his providential government, which he had expressed 
by the term povapyia, and, from opposing one heresy 
with zeal too ardent for his judgment, had fallen 
into the opposite one. Irenxus, upon hearing of the 
fall of his former acquaintance, felt an earnest desire 
to restore him, and accordingly wrote to him, endea- 
vouring, as it would appear, to explain the true 
notion of the povapyia of God, and especially to 
combat his peculiar error. A fragment of this letter 
is preserved by Eusebius’, and printed‘ at the end 
of the best editions of the works of Ireneus. In it 
Treneus represents to him how much at variance 
his opinions were with those of the Church; how 
impious in their tendency; how far beyond what 
any excommunicated heretic had ever taught; how 
much opposed to apostolical tradition: and he ap- 
peals to him from his own remembrance of the 
teaching of Polycarp (whom they had mutually re- 
verenced), and from his published epistles, how 
shocked that blessed martyr would have been if he 
had heard such blasphemies. 


> Euseb. V. 15. * list. Eccl. V. xx. 2—A4. * Fragm. ii. 
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But Irenzeus, as it would appear, succeeded only 
so far with the unstable Florinus as to drive him 
from his position, that God was the author of evil. 
From this he went into the Valentinian speculations, 
by which they endeavour to escape the great diffi- 
culty of the origin of evil®. From them he learnt 
to believe in an ogdoad of emanations from the 
Supreme Being, from one of the later of whom, by 
a species of accident, evil sprung. Irensus could 
not give up his ancient friend, but composed for his 
use a treatise® upon this portion of the Gnostic 
theory. Of this, however, we have not a fragment 
left which can throw any light upon its structure. 
There is only the concluding sentence preserved ’, 
in which he adjures the transcriber of it to compare 
it most carefully with the original, and to append 
the adjuration itself to his transcript. We might 
wonder, perhaps, at the solemnity of the adjuration, 
did we not consider how important it was that 
Ireneus himself should not be represented, by any 
error of the copyist, as holding opinions at variance 
with the truth he was so anxious to maintain. 


* Euseb. V. xx. 1. ® Wepi "Oydoddog. 

’ Euseb. V. xx. 2, and Fragm. i. of the Benedictine edition. 
‘Opxilw ce rov peraypadpevoy 76 (iBAloy rovro, xara rov Kuplov 
qpwv *Inoov Xpcorov, cai cara rij¢ évddkou xapovelac abrod, ic 
Epxerat Kpivac Gwrracg Kxat VEKpOUC, iva dyriBdAne & pereypalw, 
kal caropOwopc aro xpocg aytlypagoy rovro, dev pereypuyw, 
Exepedwe’ Kat rov Spxoy rovroy opolwe peraypayyc, kat Oyocec ev 
Ty avreypady. 
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But although we have no distinct remains of this 
particular treatise, it is highly probable that it formed 
the germ of that great work which bas, in some sort, 
remained entire, and upon which the reputation of 
Trenzeus, as a controversial writer, altogether rests. 
To that I will now direct my attention. 


The Gnostic theories had risen in the East, and 
from thence had early spread to Rome; whither 
came, in succession, most of their eminent teachers. 
It is not my purpose to give a full account of them. 
This has been done by the late Dr. E. Burton, in his 
Bampton Lectures, “ On the heresies of the apostolical 
age,” and the notes appended to them. I shall, how- 
ever, give in detail Irenzus’s account of them in a 
subsequent part of this work. The general principle 
of them all was to escape making God the author of 
evil, by making it to spring, by a species of chance, 
from some emanation indefinitely removed from the 
great First Cause. For this purpose, they imagined 
certain spiritual beings, more or less numerous, the 
first pair produced by the Supreme Being, in con- 
junction with an emanation from himself; the rest 
emanating, for the most part, successively from each 
preceding pair, and becoming more and more liable 
to infirmity as they were further distant from the 
One Original. From one of the most distant they 
imagined the author of evil to have sprung, whom 
they also made the creator of the world, and the god 
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of the Jews. They professed to believe in Jesus, 
but regarded him either as not truly man or as not 
truly united with the Godhead; and Christ, as well 
as the Only-begotten, the Saviour, and the Life, 
they looked on as distinct from him. 


The great charm of these theories was, that they 
professed to unravel a great secret, which no pre- 
vious philosophy had reached, and which Christianity 
itself had left untouched. We may wonder, indeed, 
that any Christian should have found anything to 
tempt him in hypotheses so subtile and intricate, and 
so palpably at variance with the known truths of the 
Gospel. But we must bear in mind that when they 
first arose, no part of the New-Testament scripture 
was writtef; that consequently the poison had time 
to mix itself with the current of opinion everywhere, 
before an antidote of general application was pro- 
vided; that the minds of all inquiring men in those 
times were peculiarly given to subtilties, and to the 
notion of inventing schemes selected from .all pre- 
vailing opinions; and that, to recommend themselves 
to Christians, they professed to be the depositories 
of that “ hidden wisdom” which St. Paul was known 
to have affirmed that he had imparted to those who 
were capable of receiving it. It is, therefore, not 
much to be wondered at, that they prevailed amongst 
the speculative for their very subtilty, and with the 
vain and weak-minded by their affectation of superior 
wisdom. 
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There was another feature of the scheme, which 
served a further purpose. They pretended that the 
minds which inhabit human bodies are of two kinds, 
spiritual and carnal; that the carnal alone are the 
work of the Creator of this world, whilst the spiritual 
are emanations from the highest and purest order of 
spiritua) beings: that the carnal are readily con- 
taminated by the flesh and the world, and thence 
require restraint and law; whilst the spiritual are 
only placed in bodies for a time, that they may know 
everything, but incapable of: contamination, and 
destined, after a period of exercise, to be taken up 
into the Supernal Fulness. By this theory the abs- 
tracted and mystical were flattered with the idea of 
spiritual superiority to their fellow-men ; whilst the 
worldly and sensual might keep up the highest pre- 
tensions, and yet wallow in the most revolting pro- 
fligacy. It was under this latter phase that Gnosti- 
cism first showed itself amongst the half-civilized, 
semi-Roman inhabitants of southern Gaul. In its 
more abstract and refined form it would have had 
no attraction for them; for the European mind is 
too plain and common-sense to follow subtilties. 
But its practical licentiousness found a fit nidus in 
the accompanying sensual disposition which marked 
the Romans of that age, and all who were tinged 
with their blood. It worked its way for some time 
in silence, till the attention of the bishop of Lyons 
was drawn to it by the seduction of Christian matrons, 
and by the influx of extraordinary impurity through- 
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out that region®. He was thus led to trace the 
mischief to its cause; and finding this to be his old 
enemy, under its then prevailing form of Valen- 
tinianism, which thus appeared to be rearing its head 
everywhere, and had now come to assail him on his 
own ground, he set himself to understand its system 
thoroughly, that, by refuting it both in its principle 
and in its details, he might completely disabuse the 
Christian world, do away with the divisions, and im- 
purities, and calumnies, arising from it, and thus 
afford the freer scope for the power of truth upon 
the hearts and practice of men. 


He was the more determined upon doing this by 


* Adv. Her. I. v. 3. Ot dé wat rate rij¢ capKxoc Hdovaic cara- 
Kopwe ovAevorrec, Ta CapKiKa Toi¢ GapKikol¢, Kat Ta wvevpariKa 
ruig xvevparkoic amocidogOat A€yovar. Kal ot per abrwy AaSpa rac 
Odaoxopévac in’ abriy riy didayny ravrny yuvaixac dtagOeipovery, 
@¢o woArAaKic Un’ éviwy abriy élarxarnOcioa, Exerwa Extorpépacat 
yuvaixec cic rijv "ExxAnoiay rou Oeov, ovy ry downy wavy cai 
rouro ELwpodoyhoarro. oi O€ Kai Kara TO gavepoy azepvOpacarrec, 
oy ay épac8ior yuvaxiv, ravrag ax’ avdpéy arooracarres, 
idlag yaperac fyyhoavro. GdAoe dé ab wadty ospvee Kar’ dpyac, 
We pera AoEeAPwy TpOTrOWUMEVOL BUVOLKELY, MpOidYTOE TOU ypovoU 
HAEyxXOnoay, Eyxipovog ric AdeAPiic Ho rov adeAgov yernBecone. 

Ib. xiii. 7. Tovatra 6€ Aéyovrec wal rpdrrovrec, cal év roig xa! 
pa¢g xXipaot rij¢ ‘Pocavovoiac, woddac éinrartxace yuvaixac, 
airwec Kexaurnpiacpévar rny ovveicnotv, at pey Kai eic pavepoy 
éLopohoyourrat, ai ce dvowmoupevat Touro, youxi O& mw Eaurac, 
arnAmxviat rijg Lwijg rov Oeov, Evia pey eig rd xavredec aré- 
ornoay, Eviac O€ Exapgporepllovat, kal TO ritc Tapueplag wexdrOact, 
pre tlw, pire Eow ovoat, raurny Exovou Thy émuapriay rou onép- 


arog TwY TEKYwY TiC yrwoewe. 
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the solicitations of a friend, who appears to have 
lived more in the heart of the mischief than him- 
self’. Who he was we are not told. That he had 
some pastoral charge is most probable, from the con- 
cluding portion of the preface to the first book, in 
which Ireneus speaks to his friend as having spiritual 
care of others, and as able, both by his station and 
by his abilities, to turn to the best account the hints 
he was able to furnish him. That the native, or at 
least customary, language of his friend was Greek, 
may be inferred from the work being in that lan- 
guage, and by the apology made for the imperfec- 
tions of the style; and altogether, it seems most 
probable that he was a bishop of one of the Greek 
colonies of southern Gaul. 


In the accomplishment of this work he no doubt 


® Ado. Her. 1. Pref. 3. Ovx éxc{nrhcec b€ rap’ huey rw ex 
KeAroic dtarpeBdrrwy, cai wept BapBapow diddexrov ro weioroyr 
doyoXoupévwy, Adywr réxvny, hy ove EuaBoper, ovre Cuvapey ovy- 
yeagews, hy od yoxhoaper, ovre Ka\AwEopoy A€tewy, ovre wiOavd- 
tyra, hy ovx oldaper’ ddAa GrAWe, Kat drANOwWe, kai idtwreewe Ta 
pert. dydirne oot ypagtvra, pera adydxne ov xpoocéin’ xa avroc 
avlnoec abra rapa ceaurg, dre ikaywrepoc Nuwy Tuyyavey, oiover 
oxépuara Kal dpxac AaBwy wap’ hwy, cal év re wAaret cov Tov 
vou éxt wodv Kaprogopyaetc ra OC OALywr dg huov cipnpéva, Kat 
duvarw¢ mapaorhoec roig pera gov ra aobevwc be’ ypwv axny- 
yeApéva. cai we hpetc EgerdoreunOnper, mddar Cyrovyrde cov pabeiv 
THY yvwp_ny airwy, pi) povoy co Rotijoat davepay, ddAda «al 
Epddia Covvat xpocg ro Emtceeevvery abryv Pevdi* ovrw O&€ Kal ov 
groripwe roi¢ Aoroicg deaxovnoec, Kara THY ydpLy THY YEO TOU 
Kupiov oot dedopéyny, cig ro pnxére wapacvpecbat rovc dvOpwrove 


¢ x ~ ’ ‘ , ww ? 
vwro Tic Exeivwy Kavoroytuc, ovonc rotauTne. 


THE DATE OF ITS COMPOSITION. 33 


made use of the treatise of Justin Martyr against the 
Marcionites, now lost to us, because superseded by 
the completer work of Ireneus. But he derived the 
greatest help from the writings of the Gnostics them- 
selves, from which he learnt their scheme without 
any possibility of doubt or gainsaying, and thus was 
enabled, by the mere statement, in open light, of its 
fantastic puerilities, to unclothe it of the mystery 
which was one of its chief recommendations, to de- 
monstrate more clearly its self-contradictions, and to 
contrast it in its naked folly with the simplicity of 
acknowledged truth °. 


f 


To the ascertaining of the date of this composition 
we have but two certain guides. One is, the list of 
bishops of Rome given in the beginning of the third 
book *. The catalogue closes with the name of Eleu- 
therus, and thus shows that that book, at least, was 
begun, and most probably published, under his pon- 


* I. Preef. 2. “Iva ody pi rapa ry Hperépay airlay ovvapra- 
Lwvrai rivec, Wo xpoBara urd AvKwy, Gyvoouvrec abrouc, Ct rv 
eLwOev ric mpoBareiov dopacg éxtBovdAny, oc puddocev mapny- 
yedxey iyiv Kupwoc, duo per Kadvvyrac, dyopota d€ ppovovvrac’ 
dvayxaiov hynoapny, évruxwy roi¢ vropyhpact rwv, We abroi 
Agyovary, Ovadevrivov pabnriv, éviowg 8 abr&v cai oupfaduy, 
Kal xaradaPdpuevog Thy yywuny airay, pyyveai co, dyarnre, ra 
Teparwen kai Babéa prvoripia, d ov wavrec Xwpovery, eet pun) 
Ravrec Tov éykégadoy éslexrucaoiy® Gxwe kal ov paddy abra, race 
Toig pera oov garvepa roihonc, cal maparvéone abroic pudagacba 
tov Buber riic avoiac, kai ric cic Xptordy BrAacHnpilac. 

* IIL. iii. 1. given at length in ch. II. of this work. 
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tificate, which began about a. p. 177. The other 
is, that in the same book the author mentions the 
translation of the Old Testament by Theodotion ’. 
Now that translation was not made till about a.p. 
184°. Trenseus would not become acquainted with it 
immediately; so that we are driven towards the end 
of the pontificate of Eleutherus, who died a. p. 192, 
for the publication of the third book. The work 
appears to have grown upon the hands of the writer, 
and to have become more than twice as voluminous 
as when it was first planned*®. The books were 
written separately, as he found his matter arrange 
itself, and the two first apparently sent first '°, 


"III. xxi. 1. given at length in the chapter on the Canon, &c. 
of Holy Scripture. 

* See Epiphan. de Pond. et Mens. § 17. and the Alexandrian 
Chronicle, quoted by Massuet, Diss. II. § 47. 

* Book I. xxxi. 4. Cum igitur hac sic se habeant, quatenus 
promisi, secundum nostram virtutem inferemus eversionem ipso- 
rum, omnibus eis contradicentes in sequenti libro: (enarratio 
enim in longum pergit, ut vides :) et viatica quoque dabimus ad 
eversionem ipsorum, occurrentes omnibus sententiis secundum 
narrationis ordinem: ut simus non tantum ostendentes, sed et 
vulnerantes undique bestiam. 

III. Pref. Misimus tibi libros, ex quibus primus quidem 
omnium illorum sententias continet, et consuetudines, et charac- 
teres ostendit conversationis eorum. In secundo vero destructa 
et eversa sunt quz ab ipsis male docentur, et nudata, et ostensa 
sunt talia qualia et sunt. In hoc autem tertio ex Scripturis in- 
feremus ostensiones, ut nihil tibi ex his, que preeceperas, desit a 
nobis; sed et, praeterquam opinabaris, ad arguendum et everten- 
dum eos, qui quolibet modo male docent, occasiones a nobis acci- 
pias. Que enim est in Deo charitas, dives et sine invidia ex- 
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followed by the three others at distinct inter- 
vals’. 


The general object of the first book is to give a 
full exposition of the Gnostic doctrines*. The first 


sistens, plura donat quam postulet quis ab ea. Memento igitur 
eorum quz diximus in prioribus duobus libris; et hec illis ad- 
jungens, plenissimam habebis a nobis adversus omnes heereticos 
contradictionem, et fiducialiter ac instantissime resistes eis pro 
sola vera ac vivifica fide, quam ab Apostolis Ecclesia percepit, 
et distribuit filiis suis. Etenim Dominus omnium dedit Aposto- 
lis suis potestatem Evangelii, per quos et veritatem, hoc est, Dei 
Filii doctrinam cognovimus ; quibus et dixit Dominus: ‘Qui vos 
audit, me audit: et qui vos contemnit, me contemnit, et eum qui 
me misit.’ 

‘Ib. & IV. Preef. 1. Hunc quartum librum, dilectissime, trans- 
mittens tibi, operis quod est de detectione et eversione false cogni- 
tionis, quaemadmodum promisimus, per Domini sermones ea, que 
preediximus, confirmabimus. V. Pref. Traductis, dilectissime, 
omnibus heereticis in quatuor libris, qui sunt tibi ante hunc a nobis 
editi, et doctrinis ipsorum manifestatis ; eversis quoque his, qui 
irreligiosas adinvenerunt sententias, aliquid quidem ex propria 
uniuscujusque illorum doctrina, quam in suis conscriptis reli- 
querunt; aliquid autem ex ratione, universis ostensionibus pro- 
cedente ; et veritate ostensa, et manifestato preeconio Ecclesiz, 
quod Prophets quidem preeconaverunt, quemadmodum demon- 
stravimus, perfecit autem Christus, Apostoli vero tradiderunt, a 
quibus Ecclesia accipiens, per universum mundum sola bene cus- 
todiens, tradidit filiis suis ; quzestionibusque omnibus solutis, 
quee ab hereticis nobis proponuntur ; et Apostolorum doctrina 
explanata, et manifestatis pluribus, quse a Domino per parabolas 
et dicta sunt et facta: in hoc libro quinto, operis universi, quod 
est de traductione et eversione falso cognominate agnitionis, ex 
reliquis doctrine Domini nostri, et ex Apostolicis epistolis, 
_ conabimur ostensiones facere. 

71, Pref. 2. Kal, xaBwe Covapec tyiv, rny re yrouny avrey 
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seven chapters contain a detailed account of the 
system of Valentinus, who was at that time the most 
fashionable teacher of those doctrines. The eighth 
gives the Valentinian explanation of numerous pas- 
sages of Scripture, which they brought forward as 
corroborative of the truth of their system, although 
they did not pretend to rest it upon them; and the 
ninth refutes those explanations. The tenth points 
out the unity of Catholic doctrine, and the remain- 
ing chapters are occupied in exhibiting the discre- 
pancies of the various Gnostic sects and teachers. 


The object of the second book is to overthrow the 
system, both in its principle and in its details, by 
demonstrating its contradictoriness and impossibility’. 
The first nineteen chapters are occupied in the 
destruction of the system; the next five are a fuller 
refutation of their arguments in support of it than 
he had given in chapter nine of the first book; and 
the twenty-sixth, twenty-seventh, and twenty-eighth 


Twy viv xapadicackdéyrwy, Aéyw Ci) THY wept TlroAepaiov, ardv- 
Qiopa obcay rij¢ Obadevrivoy oyorjc, ovvréuwe Kat cagwc dray- 
yeAouper. 

> II. Preef. 2. In hoc autem libro instruemus que nobis apta 
sunt, et quz permittit tempus, et evertemus per magna capitula 
omnem ipsorum regulam: quapropter, quod sit detectio et ever- 
sio sententiz ipsorum, operis hujus conscriptionem ita titulavi- 
mus. Oportet enim absconditas ipsorum conjugationes, per ma- 
nifestaruam conjugationum indicium et eversionem, Bythum dis- 
solvere; et quoniam neque fuerit aliquando, neque sit, accipere 
ostensionem. 
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lay down certain rules for the proper study of the 
Scriptures. The rest of the book is taken up with 
a fuller consideration and refutation of particular 
opinions held by Gnostics. 


Irenzus himself states it to be the object of the 
third book to confute the heretical system by Scrip- 
ture, as containing in writing the undoubted doc- 
trine of those apostles through whose preaching the 
economy of salvation was originally revealed, and 
from whom the Church received the doctrine she 
preached‘. But since the heretics appealed to tra- 
dition as interpreting Scripture, he likewise appeals 
to it in the second, third, and fourth chapters *; and 
having shown that it is totally adverse to the here- 
tical doctrine, he returns to the argument from Scrip- 
ture °, and carries it on by quotations briefly from 
the Old Testament, and more fully from the words 
of the evangelists and apostles, showing, to the end 
of the fifteenth chapter, that they knew but one 
God, and from thence to the end of the twenty- 
second chapter, that they taught but one Jesus 
Christ, truly God and truly man. The twenty-third 
is a refutation of Tatian’s opinion, that Adam was 
not saved; and the two last contain sundry general 
reflections. 

* See note '° above, p. 3+. 


* See III. ii. 1. quoted in the chapter on Tradition. 
° III. v. 1. 
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Our author had confined himself in the third book 
for the most part to the testimony of evangelists and 
apostles; he informs us, that his object in the fourth 
is to show that our Lord himself testified of only one 
God, his Father, the maker and governor of the 
world, the author of the old and new covenants, and 
the judge of all mankind’. He does not carry on 
his argument with much regularity, and it would be 
difficult to give any useful analysis of it. But he 
discusses, towards the end, in chapters thirty-seven, 
thirty-eight, and thirty-nine, the great question of 
the accountability of man, and the freedom of the 
will. 


In the preface to the fifth book *, he announces 
his intention of carrying on the argument by quota- 
tions from the writings of the apostle Paul, to show 
that the same God who had spoken to Abraham and 
given the Jaw had in the latter days sent his Son to 
give salvation to human flesh; which he pursues in 


7 See IV. Preef. 1. quoted above, p. 35. and i. 1. Cum sit igitur 
hoc firmum et constans, neminem alterum Deum et Dominum 
a Spiritu preedicatum, nisi eum qui dominatur omnium Deus, cum 
Verbo suo, et eos qui adoptionis Spiritum accipiunt, hoc est, eos 
qui credunt in unum et verum Deum, et Christum Jesum Filium 
Dei; similiter et Apostolos neminem alium a semetipsis Deum 
appellasse, aut Dominum cognominasse; multo autem magis 
Dominum nostrum, qui et nobis preecepit neminem Patrem con- 
fiteri, nisi eam qui est in ccelis, qui est unus Deus, et unus Pater. 

* See V. Pref. quoted above, p. 35. 
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the first eighteen chapters, dwelling particularly on 
the doctrine of the resurrection of the flesh (chap. 
7—14), and corroborating S. Paul’s doctrine from 
other parts of Scripture. He is thence led to the 
object and end of the scheme of salvation by Christ, 
and the opposition to it by Satan (chap. 19—24), 
especially the great opposition to it through the 
agency of antichrist (chap. 24—-30), and passes from 
the notice of the state of departed souls (chap. 31) 
to exhibit and confirm his opinion of the terrestrial 
reign of Christ and the righteous (chap. 32—35), 
concluding with the consummation of all things in 
the eternal felicity of the just. 


It will be seen by this slight sketch that the 
former part of the treatise is by far the most re- 
gular; and for this sufficient reason, that it was 
more completely studied and digested before it was 
written. In the latter books, he adheres but imper- 
fectly to the intention announced in the preface, and 
introduces much matter which was evidently sug- 
gested casually as he was writing, by some word or 
expression he found himself using. 


The work, as I have said, was written in Greek; 
but the greater portion of the original has been lost. 
What remains has been preserved by various authors 
in the form of quotations. In this way two-thirds of 
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the first book have come down to us; a few detached 
fragments in the latter half of the second ; consider- 
ably larger and more numerous portions of the third; 
very little of the fourth, but copious extracts from 
the fifth, especially near the beginning. The whole, 
however, existed in the ninth century, as we learn 
from the testimony of Photius®. But, although we 
have lost the greater part of the original, an ancient 
Latin translation of the whole work has been pre- 
served to us. The precise antiquity of this version 
we are unable to ascertain; but the closeness with 
which Tertullian appears to follow it in many pas- 
sages ', and in particular his making the very same 


* In Bibliotheca, cod. 120. 

* Massuet, Diss. II. §. 53. Quisquis Irenzum Latinum cum 
Tertulliano contulerit, e vestigio deprehendet adeo hunc vestigia 
illius premere, adeo verbis ipsis, verborumque figuris et ordini 
udhzerere, ut id unum sibi proposuisse videatur, paucioribus con- 
trahere, iisdlem sape servatis verbis, immixtis tamen pro more 
dicteriis, que ille fusioribus exsequutus est. Sic Irenzus, lib. I. 
cap. xi. n. 3. Epiphanis sententiam referens, scribit: ‘ Est qui- 
dem ante omnes Proarche, proanennoétos, et inenarrabilis, et in- 
nominabilis, quam ego monotetem voco. Cum hac monotete est 
virtus, quam et ipsam voco henotetem. Hec henotes et monotes, 
cum sint unum, emiserunt, cum nihil emiserint, principium om- 
nium noeton, et agenneton, et aoraton, quam archem sermo 
monada vocat. Cum hac monade est virtus ejusdem substantize 
ei, quam et eam voco hen. He autem virtutes, id est, monotes 
et henotes, et monas, et hen, emiserunt reliquas emissiones o- 
num.’ Tertullianus vero cap. 37. ‘ Est,’ inquit, ‘ante omnia 
Proarche, inexcogitabile et inenarrabile, quod ego nomino mono- 
teta. Cum hac erat alia virtus, quam et ipsam appello henoteta. 
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mistakes as the interpreter, (as for instance, in regard 
to the name of the heretic Epiphanes, which they 


Monotes et henotes, id est, solitas et unitas, cum unum essent, 
protulerunt, non proferentes, initium omnium intellectuale, 
innascibile, invisibile, quod sermo monada vocavit. Huic 
adest consubstantiva virtus, quam appellat unio. He igitur 
virtutes, solitas, singularitas, unitas, unio, ceeteras pro- 
lationes ASonum propagarunt.’ Ubi eadem verba, (nisi quod 
Grieca queedam Latine vertuntur,) eadem styli barbaries, atque 
apud Irenei interpretem occurrunt. Hic n. 5. ‘ Alii rursus 
ipsorum primam et archegonon octonationem his nominibus 
nominaverunt : primum Proarchen, deinde Anennoéton, tertiam 
autem Arrheton, et quartam Aoraton. Et de prima quidem 
Proarche emissum esse primo et quinto loco Archen; ex Anen- 
noéto secundo et sexto loco Acatalepton; et de Arrheto tertio et 
septimo loco Anonomaston; de Aorato autem quarto et octavo 
loco Agenneton.’ Tertullianus, cap. 25. totidem verbis: ‘ Primo 
enim constituunt Proarchen, secundo Anennoéton, tertio Arrheton, 
quarto Aoraton. Ex Proarche itaque processisse primo et quinto 
loco Archen ; ex Anennoéto, secundo et sexto loco Acatalepton ; 
ex Arrheto, tertio et septimo loco Anonomaston ; ex Invisibili, 
quarto et octavo loco Agenneton.’ Certe si e Greco immediate 
exscripsisset omnia hec Tertullianus, tot nomina Greca Latine 
vertisset ; nec fortuito et casu fierl potuit ut hoc illi cum Irenei 
interprete convenerit. Hic cap. xii. n. 3. Colorbaseorum hypo- 
thesim sic exponit. ‘Quando cogitavit aliquid emittere Propator, 
hoc Pater vocatus est; at ubi que emisit, vera fuerunt, hoc 
Alethia vocatum est. Cum ergo voluit semetipsum ostendere, 
hoc Anthropos dictus est. Quos autem precogitaverat postea- 
quam emisit, hoc Ecclesia vocata est. Loquutus est Anthropos 
Logon, hic est primogenitus Filius. Subsequitur autem Logon 
Zoe, et sic prima octonatio completa est.’ Ille cap. 36. ‘Quum, 
inquiunt, cogitavit proferre, hoc Pater dictus est; quum 
protulit, quia vera protulit, hic Veritas appellata est. Quum 
semetipsum voluit probari, hoc Homo pronuntiatus est. Quos 
autem pracogitavit, cum protulit, tunc Ecclesia nuncupata est. 
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have both rendered by an epithet, and others in- 
stanced by Massuet,) almost amounts to a demon- 


Sonuit Homo Sermonem, et hic est primogenitus Filius: et 
Sermoni accessit Vita, et ogdoas prima conclusa est.’ Plura 
alia similia passim occurrunt apud Tertullianum. Sed quod 
demum ostendit hunc non e Greco, sed ex interprete Irenzi 
sumpsisse quz refert, illud est, quod ubi lapsus est interpres 
Greeca perperam reddens, lapsus est et Tertullianus. Ile, ut jam 
dixi, nomen "Extgayj¢ appellativum esse putans, male omnino 
vertit ‘clarus.’ Tertullianus similiter errantem sequutus scripsit, 
‘insignior.’ Irengeus, cap. ii. n. 3. Sophiz perturbationem enar- 
rans, scribit eam, foetum informem cum peperisset, ‘ primo quidem 
contristatam propter inconsummationem generationis, post deinde, 
golsnOjvac py) Kai abro rédog éxn.’ Sic saltem legit interpres ; 
vertit enim, ‘timuisse ne hoc ipsum finem habeat;’ ubi réAo¢ 
‘ perfectionem,’ non ‘ finem’ vertendum erat, ut in notis ad hunc 
locum diximus. Nec melius Tertullianus, cap. 10. ‘ primo 
quidem contristari propter inconsummationem generationis, et 
metuere postremo, ne finis quoque insisteret.’ Ubi similiter 
ro Gredéc rig yevvhoewco vertit ‘inconsummationem genera- 
tionis ;’ et relicto Irenzo Graco, Latinum interpretem sequu- 
tus scripsit, ‘ne quoque finis insisteret.’ Eodem cap. n. 4. 
refert Irenzeus, quod Pater per Moncgenem emiserit Horon in 
imagine sua, dovZvyor, a0/Avvroy: ubi interpres perperam legens 
dovliyy, dOnruvrg, vel, ut alii volunt, dgpevoOnre, perperam et 
vertit, ‘sine conjuge masculo-foemina.’ Eadem culpa tenetur et 
Tertullianus, cap. cit. ‘ Pater per Monogenem Nun, quem supra 
diximus Horon, in hec promit in imagine sua foemina-mare.’ 
Nempe uterque id ad imaginem refert, quod Horo soli convenire 
posse recta ratio demonstrat. Culpam hanc non sustineret Ter- 
tullianus, si textum Grecum hic potius quam interpretem con- 
suluisset. Paulo post, Sophian ab Horo mundatam et confirma- 
tam, ac sue restitutam conjugationi cum dixisset Irenzeus, addit : 
XwproGeione yap ric EvOvphoewc an’ abrijg ovy rp éxcytvopevp 
xabe, abryy perv évrog MAnpwparog peivac’ ry dé ErOvpnocy airifc 
ouv re rae veo rev “Opou dgopiofijvar kai drocravpwOjvar. Que 
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stration that he had read that version. That it 
existed in the time of S. Augustin, is certain, as he 
quotes it at least twice, almost word for word ’. 


The effect of this great work appears to have been 
decisive, for we hear no more of any eminent person 
who held the Gnostic opinions. They prevailed to a 
certain degree for the greater part of another cen- 
tury, but they did not make head again. The name, 
indeed, continued to have so great a charm, that 
Clement of Alexandria took it from the heretics, and 
applied it to an intelligent Christian, whom he depicts 
as the only true Gnostic. But the system, as a whole, 
became so entirely extinct that scarce a trace of its 
influence remains, except in the writings of those 
who had to combat it. 


sic reddidit interpres: ‘Separata enim intentione ab ea, cum 
appendice passione, ipsam quidem infra Pleroma perseverasse : 
concupiscentiam vero ejus cum passione ab Horo separatam, et 
crucifixam, et extra eum factam esse, &c.’ ubi duo peccat, primum 
quod, ovy ry éxcywwopéve waGec, vertit, ‘cum appendice passione ;' 
vertendum erat, ‘cum passione quee supervenerat.’ Secundum, 
quod drocravpwOijvac vertit, ‘ crucifixam ;’ hic significat, quasi 
‘vallo cinctam et disjunctam’ a Pleromate. Eadem omnino 
peccat et Tertullianus, scribens: ‘Enthymesin ejus et illam 
appendicem passionem ab Horo relegatam et crucifixam.’ Hee 
et plura alia, quee identidem in notis observavi, invicte, ni fallor, 
probant, Tertullianum, ut Greecum Ireneum legerit, (quod non 
nego) ab eo tamen szepe defecisse, ut Latini interpretis, et quidem 
interdum errantis, vestigia sectaretur. 

Contra Julianum Pelagianum, I. c. 8. he has quoted the last 
clause of IV. ii. 7; andc. 7. the Jast paragraph of V. xvii. 1. 

l 
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In his opposition to the Gnostics, Ireneus had to 
combat a heresy; the next circumstance which 
brought him forward was, a schism which threatened 
to separate a portion of the Christian world from the 
communion of its most influential Church. There 
had been a variation in very early times, and indeed 
from the beginning, between the Churches of Asia 
Minor, Syria, and Mesopotamia on the one hand, 
and the rest of the Christian world on the other, in 
regard to the keeping of Easter ;—other Churches 
uniting in keeping Easter-day on a Sunday, whilst 
the Christians of those countries kept it at the 
Jewish passover, on whatever day of the week it 
happened to fall*. The inconvenience had been felt 
in the time of S. Polycarp, who sojourning in Rome 
in the time of its bishop Anicetus, they endeavoured 

* Eusebius indeed says (V. xxiii. 1) that the Churches of all 
Asia were united in differing from the rest of the world; but it is 
evident, from chap. xxv. that he means Asia Minor; for he men- 
tions the bishops of Jerusalem, Ceesarea, Tyre, and Ptolemais, as 
asserting that the Church of Alexandria agreed with them in their 
present practice, which was the same as that of the West. 

Tijc "Aciac axaone ai mapoikiat, we eK wapacdctws apyxavorépag, 
aehnvnc Thy TEcoapeoKatceKxarny gorro dEiv Ext Tij¢ TOU owrnptoy 
maoxa éoprij¢ tapaguAarrey, Ev y Overy ro mpdBaroy ‘lovdaing 
mponyopevro’ we dtoyv éxmavrog Kara TauTHY, Oroig O ay Huépg ric 
Edopacog mepirvyxavot, rag rwv dotrwy extducEe ToteicPac’ OvK 
EBovg Ovrocg rovrov emtredeiv roy TpoKoy Taig ava rnv oim)y 
d&xacay oikoupiyny exkrAnolac, €& aroorodKKi¢g Tapaddcews ro xal 
sig Gedpo xparfoay EBoc pvAarroveatc’ wo pnd Erépg mpoonKev 
rapa THY Tic Ayacracewe Tov Lwrijpoc Huwy Huepuy rag vyorecac 


eriAvecOat. 
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each to persuade the other to embrace the practice 
he followed. But their conferences were without 
any other effect than to cause both parties to agree 
to differ in peace*. But Victor, who succeeded 
Eleutherus in the see of Rome, viewed the matter in 
a different light. He had no doubt felt the incon- 
venience of this diversity of practice when Blastus 
endeavoured to raise a schism in Rome on this very 
point *. He therefore conceived the idea of using 
his influence, as the bishop of the principal Church 


* As appears by the following Fragment of Irenzeus’s Epistle 
to Victor, quoted by Euseb. V. xxiv. 5. Kat ot po Xwrijpoc 
mpeajsurepoe of mpoorarrec Titc ExxAnoiac, Ho vow agnyn, ‘“Avixn- 
rov Aéyopey cai Iliov, ‘Yyivdy re wat TeXeopdpor, cai Zuoroy, 
vuTe airol érnpnoay, ovre roic per’ abrovcg éxérpewov. Kal ovdev 
EXarrov adroit pi) rnpourrec, elphyevoy ruic dro Twy mapomKwy, 
Ev alc érnpetro, Epyopuevorg mpog abrovc, xairot paddow évayrioy 
hy ro tnpetv roig pi) Tnpovot’ Kal ovdérore Sta To eldog rovro 
dre[srHOnoayv rivec. AA’ abrot py rnpovrrec, of mpo cov mpeC- 
Burepot, rotc¢ dro rwyv mapokwy rnpotow imeprov ebyaptoriay. 
Kat rov paxapiov WoAvxaprov émdnunoavrog ry ‘Pwopun emi 
"Avixhrov, Kat wept GrAwy rivwy puKpa oxdvreg mxpocg dAAAOUCE, 
evOuc eiptjvevoay, wept rovrov rov Kepadalov pr) gdtAeporhoavrec 
éavrovc. ovre yap 6 ‘Avixnrog roy Todvcaprov reioat édvvaro py 
rnpetv, Gre pera "Iwavvov rov padnrov Kuplov fywy, cat Aocrwy 
dxoorudwy ol¢ ovvdtérpeper, del rernpnxdra’ obre py 6 Todd- 
xaprocg roy ‘Avixnrov Exece rnpety, Néyorra tiv avyhOeay rd 
mpo avrov epeaBurépwy Ogeidery Karéxety. Kal rovrwy otrwo Exor- 
Twy, éowwwrnoay Etavroic¢’ Kal éy rH éxxdnolig mapexwpnoey 6 
"Avlenrog ryv evyaptoriay ry Tloducapr@, Kar’ éyrporny dndovért, 
cal per’ ciphyne ax’ Gd\AfAwy axnd\rAaynoay, waone rijg ExxAnoiac 
tiphyny éxdvrwy, kal ray rnpovrrwy Kal ray pn TnpovVTwY. 


* See p. 23. above. 
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in the world, to bring all Christians to one uniform 
rule. For this purpose he wrote to certain ° leading 
bishops in Asia, requesting them to convene synods 
of the neighbouring bishops, in order to come to an 
agreement; which was done accordingly ; and they 
all, with the exception of the Churches above men- 
tioned, wrote circular letters to the whole catholic 
Church, affirming that with them the apostolical 
tradition was, not to break their paschal fast until 
the Sunday. Eusebius particularly mentions’ the 
dioceses in Gaul under the superintendence of 


* We know that he wrote to Polycrates of Ephesus, and there- 
fore probably to the rest. Euseb. Hist. Eccl. V. xxiv. 3.— 
"Eduvapuny O€ ray éxtexoOrwy ray ouprapoyTwy pynpovevoat, ov¢ 
upeic Hkwoare peraxdnOijvar bn’ Euov, Kai perexadecapny. 

7 Hist. Eccl. V. xxiii. 2, Duvodoe On wai ovyxpornoec excoxonwy 
éxi rabrov éyivovro. mdvreg re pig yropn Oc éexcoro\w@y ExkANot- 
aoreov coypa roig wavraxdce duervxouvro, wc Gy pnd’ év GAY 
wore Tic Kupiaxiic nuépg ro rjc éx vexpoy drvagracewe éxcredoiTo 
rou Kupiov puorijptov, kai Orwe ey raury povy Tay Kara To wacya 
ynoremy ovdarroipeOa rac éxidvoec. Peperac oO eioére viv rev 
kara TlaXaorivny rnvcade ovyxexpornpévwy ypadgi, Wy mpovre- 
raxro Osdgudog rijc €v Kacoapelg wapotxiag exioxowoc, kai Napxeoaoc 
riic év ‘lepocoduporc’ cai trav éwi 'Papne 6€ opoiwe aAAn wepi rov 
avrov Cnrtparos, éxloxoroy Bixropa én\ovea’ rey re cara [Hov- 
roy éexioxixwy, oy TddApuac we apyatérarog mpotvréraxro’ xai rev 
kara TadXiay dé xapoxiy, &¢ Eipnvatocg éxeoxdwer’ ire O& ray 
Kara rv 'Ooponyny kal rac éxeios wodEtc’ Kal idcwe BaxytAdov rifc 
KopiOiwy exxAnoiag éxtoxdrov, kai x\elorwy dowy GdAwy, Of piay 
kai rv abriy ddgay re xal xpiocw eLeveyxopevot, rv aurnv réBecvrac 
Yiipov. .....24. Taw de éxt rijc "Aciag émtoxorwy ro mada 
mporepoy avroig xapadobery diaguAdarrey eBoc xpHrvat dcioyupilo~ 
pivwv Wyetro HoAuxparne. 
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Treneus as having agreed upon such a synodical 
letter, which he asserts was in existence in his time. 
So far, Victor was successful; and, probably upon 
the strength of the almost universal agreement of 
the Churches, he appears to have held out some 
threat to those of Asia Minor’, unless they thought 
proper to conform to the general practice. This, 
however, they absolutely refused to do; maintaining 
that their region abounded with relics of apostles and 
martyrs, and that they preserved a tradition purer 
than that of any other Church, and more consonant 
with the Scriptures. This reply so incensed Victor, 
that he forthwith issued letters, announcing that the 
Asiatic brethren were cut off from the common 
unity of Christians *®. Here, however, he was not 
followed by those who had previously agreed with 
him ; and Irenzus in particular, in the name of the 
Christians in Gaul under his jurisdiction, wrote both 
to Victor and to various other bishops’, strongly 


* Hist. Eccl. V. xxiv. 2. "Ey ovv, adeAgol, étnvovra Kat 
mévre try txwy ey Kupiy, cai cupBeBAncwe rotg ard ric oixoupernc 
aceAgoic, cal macay dylay ypagyny dtedyXvOwe, ov wrvpopar ém 
rotg KaraxAncoopevoic. 

® Euseb. V. xxiv. 3. "Exit rovrotc 6 pe rij¢ ‘Pwpalwy xpoeorac 
Bixrwp, abpdwe rij¢ Aging racac Gua rate Opdpare ExxAnotate rac 
Papotkiag aTorépvety, we ErEepocotvvaag, Tijc KOWWAC Evwoewc mewpGrar 
kat ornAcrever ye O1a ypapparwr, axotrwyhrove Gpony xarrac rove 
éxeioe Gxaxnptrrwy ddeAgove. 

* Ibid. "ANN ob whol ys roig Extaxonote Tavr’ hptonero’ dyre- 
mwupaxeAevovrae Ofra airy, ra rig eiphyne Kat rij¢ mpoc rove wAN- 


° e 9 . 4 ~ , \ sy e a 
giov tywotws xal dyarne ppovecs. Dépovra o€ Kai ai rourwy 
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pressing milder measures, and reminding the Roman 
prelate of the example of Anicetus, one of his pre- 
decessors, who paid Polycarp the highest honour, 
even when assured that he would not conform to the 
Western custom, and regarded his own as more 
apostolical. 


What the immediate result of these letters was 
we are not informed by any contemporary writer. 
Anatolius, indeed, (if the Latin version of his Trea- 
tise on the Paschal Cycle, published by Bucherius, is 
to be relied on,) asserts that Victor did not persist in 
his excommunication * ; and we know subsequently ° 


e 


pwrai, wryxrikwrepovy kaBatropévwy rov Bixropoc’ ev otc Kai 6 
Eipnvaiug é xpoowrov wy Hyeiro xara tiv TadXNiay acedgov 
tmtoreihac, wapiorarat piev re dety év porn TH Tii¢ Kuptakijc Heng 
TO Tic rov Kupiou dvacrdcewe emtredciobat pvoripior® re ye py 
Bixrope mpoonxorrwco, wo pa) amoKxarroe Gag ExxAnoiag Oeov 
apxatov Bove rapddoow emtrnpoveac, TNEioTa Erepa Rapatrel, Kai 
avroic O€ piyyace rade éxthéywv' Then follows the fragment Ov 
yap povoy...... ovriornot, extracted in the chapter on the 
Forms and Ceremonies of the Church, and that quoted above, 
p. 45, note ‘.—Ibid. xxiv. 6. “O 6 abroc ov povoy ry Bixrope, 
ddda cal cradcdpote wAeloroig Gpyovewy éxxAnowy, ra KaraAAnda 
Gu emcoruda@y epi Tov Kexurnpévov Cnriparog wptre. 

? Anatolius, apud Bucher. de Cycl. Vict. p. 444. ed. Antwerp, 
1633. 

* Firmilian, bishop of Caesarea in Cappadocia, in a letter ad- 
dressed to Cyprian, preserved amongst those of Cyprian (Epist. 
75. ed. Potter. p. 220.), says, in reference to the diversity of 
customs ‘circa celebrandos dies paschz, et circa multa alia 
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that many Churches in Asia adhered to the Jewish 
reckoning, and yet were not on that account regarded 
with any aversion by their brethren ; and it was not 
until the council of Nice that their bishops there 
assembled agreed to follow the general custom *,— 
to which, however, many persons did not conform in 
the time of Chrysostom. 


The part which the bishop of Rome took in this 
matter requires perhaps a more explicit notice. It 
has, no doubt, been felt that Victor acted in a man- 
ner which countenances the claims set up by the 
popes of later days; but when we come to examine, 
we shall find that whatever claims he advanced, 
beyond what we should allow, were discountenanced 
by the then catholic Church. He did, or attempted 
to do, two things: first, to bring the whole Church 


diving rei sacramenta,” ‘“‘ Nec tamen propter hoc ab ecclesiz 
Catholicz pace atque unitate aliquando discessum est.” 

Athanasius, (de Synodis Arimins et Seleucia, § 5.), says, that 
before the Council of Nice, Oi per dwo rij¢ Luplac cai Katexlag cai 
Meoororapiag éxwrevov epi Thy éopriy, Kai pera rwy "lovdaiwy 
éxowvrvro wacya. 

Chrysostom, in his Discourses against the Jews, in that one in 
which he dissuades the Christians of Antioch from joining in 
their observances, (tom. v. Hom. 55. p. 608. ed. Benedict.) re- 
minds them that the Church of Antioch once universally kept the 
ante-paschal fast with the Jews, although they had, since the 
Council of Nice, given up that practice: Kat jpeic obrwe évnorevo- 
pey mporepoy, GAN’ Suwe mpoeriyshoapey ry cupdwriay ric rey 
Xporwy raparnpnoewc. 

4 Theodoret. Hist. 1.9. Euseb. de Vit. Const. 19. 

E 
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to one practice in the observance of the feast of 
Easter ; secondly, when he did not succeed with 
some Churches, to excommunicate the dissen- 
tients. 


The first was laudable; inasmuch as Christians 
who travelled upon business, or removed their resi- 
dence from one part of Christendom to another, had 
their feelings disturbed by finding their brethren 
celebrating so important a festival on a different day 
from that to which they were accustomed; and 
some weak or factious minds were thus tempted to 
make divisions in Churches to which they removed. 
This had been particularly the case in the Church of 
Rome, as being a place of general resort; and there- 
fore Victor, both on that account, and as bishop of 
the principal Church in the “world, very rightly 
exerted himself to bring about uniformity. The 
course he took was also a good one. He wrote to 
the principal bishops in various countries, to request 
them to call synods of the neighbouring bishops, 
that thus he might ascertain the sense of the catholic 
Church. Nothing could be more prudent or tem- 
perate; nor was anything apparently better calcu- 
lated to persuade the minority, than to find one 
consenting custom in so many Churches, in coun- 
tries separated so entirely from each other. 


Now so far we have no claim set up inconsistent 
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with the station of influence and dignity which we 
readily concede to have appertained to the Roman 
bishops from very early times; and which, if not 
most grossly abused, would never have been denied 
to them. Some‘ have supposed that he, with his 
letters, issued a threat of excommunicating those 
Churches which refused to comply with the western 
custom ; but that is opposed to the sequel of the 
history, from which we learn that such a threat 
would have called forth remonstrances, of which in 
this stage of the business we hear nothing. 


Having received letters from every quarter except 
from Asia Minor, stating that the traditional custom 
was the same as that of Rome, he then, instead of 
proceeding by persuasion, immediately conceived the 
idea of compelling the dissentient Churches to com- 
ply with his wishes, by threatening to cut them off 
from communion if they declined. His threat had 
no effect, and he proceeded to put it into execution, 
nothing doubting that the Churches who had been 
with him hitherto would still stand by him. And 
this is the point at which we encounter something 
like the modern papal claims; for he declared the 
Churches of Asia Minor cut off, not only from Ais 
communion, but from the common unity’. Some 
might argue that he must have had some foundation 

* See Massuet, Diss. Prev. II. § 21. 


* Euseb. Hist. Eccl, V. xxiv. 3. quoted p. 47, note °. 
E 2 
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for this claim; but till something of the kind can be 
shown, we have no need to suppose any ground but 
a strong desire of a rash and determined mind to 
carry the point he had undertaken. Be the ground 
what it may, the Catholic Church negatived his 
claim ; those who agreed with him in the desire of 
bringing about unity of practice’ would not unite 
with him in excommunicating their brethren, but 
rebuked him sharply; and Ireneus in particular 
represented to him the difference between his spirit 
and that of his predecessors. And so entirely abor- 
tive was his attempt, that, as we have seen, about 
sixty years after, Firmilian, in his letter to Cyprian °, 
expressly asserted that the peace and unity of the 
Catholic Church had never been broken by differ- 
ences about the observance of Easter or other reli- 
gious rites: and ¢hat, in alluding to the conduct of 
Stephen, bishop of Rome, who had quarrelled with 
the African bishops because their custom differed 
from the Roman on the subject of rebaptizing those 
who had been baptized by heretics; which would 
necessarily have brought to mind any schism pro- 
duced by Victor, a previous bishop of Rome, if any 
such had been produced. 


Here, then, we have the most satisfactory evidence 
7 Jerome in Catal. quoted p. 8, note’. 


* Euseb. as quoted p. 47, note *. 
* See note * p. 48. 
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that the Catholic Church, so near to the Apostles’ 
times, had decided against the power of the bishop 
of Rome to cut off whom he might think fit from 
the common unity; not that they knew nothing of 
such a claim, but that z¢ was practically made and 
decided against. 

We have now brought to a close all the circum- 
stantial part of the public life of Irenzeus. Eusebius! 
(who is followed by Jerome*) has preserved to us 
the names of others of his writings, which we have 
now lost. Of these he mentions first, A Duscourse to 
the Gentiles, which he characterizes as very brief, and 
very necessary, or cogent, and informs us that the title 
of it was [ept Extornunc, which Jerome, in his Cata- 
logue, translates De Disciplina, and supposes it to 
be different from the Discourse. Another tract he 
wrote, dedicated to one Marcianus, On the Preach- 
ing of the Apostles. The last Eusebius mentions is 
a volume of mzscellaneous tracts or discussions, of 
which the ninth fragment is probably a remnant. 


' List. Eccl. v.26. "Adda yap mpd¢ roic arodobeiow Eipnvaiou 
ovyypappace kal raig émtorodaic, péperai ric abrov xpocg “EAAnvac 
AGyog ovvropwrarag cal rapaddtora avaykatérarog, epi éexecornune 
éwcyeypappevoc’ Kal Gddoc, Sy dvaréBexey ddekog Mapxare 
rouvoua, cic éxldeckey rod drocroAtxov xnpuyparog’ Kat BeBriov re 
Acadekewy dtapdpwr, ev y rig mpocg ‘EGpalove éxearoAye Kat rnc 
Aeyopévne aogiag Torwpayrog pynpoveve, pnra riva €& abrwy 
wapabépervoc. 

* See p. 2, note ’. 
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The Discourse concerning Easter, quoted by the au- 
thor of the Questions to the Orthodox *, formerly as- 
cribed to Justin Martyr, may have been his letter 
to Victor on that subject. Maximus‘ cites some 
Discourses on Faith, addressed to Demetrius, a dea- 
con of Vienne, of which we have two fragments, 
whether genuine or not, (numbered IV. and V.) in 
the best editions of his Remains. Although forty- 
two fragments, attributed to Irenzeus, have been col- 
lected, chiefly from Catenas, we have no clue for 
appropriating the greater part of them to the writings 
of which they formed a portion. One of them (the 
last in the Benedictine edition) is said to pertain to 
a discussion on the Eternity of Matter ; but whether 
belonging to a separate treatise, or a remnant of bis 
Discourse to the Gentiles, we have no means of judg- 


ing. 


We have no account of the death of Irenzus 
‘upon which we can absolutely depend. Jerome in 
one passage * calls him a martyr, and so does the 
author of the Questions and Answers above cited ; 
but no other early writer gives him that appellation; 
neither have we any notice of his death by any 


* In the Answer to Question 115. ‘O paxdpioc Elpnvaioc, 6 
paprup cai éxlexoroc Aovydovvov, év rp wept rov Macya \oyy 
K.T.X. 

* Tom. II. p. 152, ed. Combefis. 

* On Isaiah, Ixiv. 4, 5. in vol. iv. p. 761 of his Works. 
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earlier author than Gregory of Tours*®, who wrote 
towards the end of the sixth century, and who 
asserts that he died a martyr in a bloody persecution, 
which the martyrologists Usuard and Ado’ assert 
took place under Severus. In fact all the martyr- 
ologists, both Latin and Greek, make him a martyr. 
The tradition, therefore, appears a highly probable 
one. But in whatever way he quitted this world, 
we may rest assured that his name is written in the 
book of life. His body is said® to rest in the crypt 
under the altar of the Church of St. John at Lyons. 


* Hist. Franc. x. 27. Veniente persecutione, talia ibidem dia- 
bolus bella per tyrannum exercuit, et tanta ibi multitudo Chris- 
tianorum ob confessionem divini nominis est jugulata, ut per 
plateas flumina currerent de sanguine Christiano; quotum nec 
numerum nec nomina colligere potuimus: Dominus enim eos in 
libro vitee conscripsit. Beatum Irenseum, diversis in sua car- 
nifex preesentia poenis affectum, Christo Domino per martyrium 
dedicavit. 

’ Tillemont, Mémoires, tom. iii. part. 1. S, Irenée, Art. x. 

* Gregor. Turon. de Gloria Martyrum, 1.5. Hie in crypta 
Basilicee B. Joannis sub altari est sepultus. 


CHAPTER II. 


TESTIMONY OF IREN-EUS TO CERTAIN FACTS OF CHURCH 
HISTORY. 


THERE are two circumstances which must prevent us 
from expecting that the writings of Irenzus should 
add largely to our stores of historical knowledge ; 
one, that his remains are not very considerable in 
extent, and the other, that they are chiefly occupied 
in doctrinal controversy. What, however, he does 
tell us, is important. He asserts that the Church in 
his time was spread throughout the world’; and par- 
ticularly specifies the Churches in Germany, Iberia, 
(i. e. Spain), amongst the Celts (i.e. in Gaul), in the 
East, in Egypt, in Lybia, and in the centre of the 


tI. x. 1. ‘H peév yap ’ExxAnoia, xalrep xa OAng rij¢ oixov- 
pévnc Ewe weparwy ric yijc cucrappévn.—2. Tovro ro xnpvypa 
mTapeArngvia, Kai raurny ryy wiorty, wo mpotpaper, h "ExxAnoia, 
kairep év Ody TY Kéouw Cteowappern, Extpedoe Pudaocet, we Eva 
vikoy oixovon’® Kal dpoiwe miorever Tovracc, we play Wuyxny Kai riy 

> 4 ’ v ~ ’ ‘ , 
abriy Exovea kapdiay’ Kal cupdwrwe raivra Knpvoot, cai dudacKe, 


kal wapadiowaty, we Ev ordpa KExTnpervn. 
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world, by which he no doubt means Palestine’. He 
likewise incidentally shows that the Gospel had been 
preached in Ethiopia*. He furnishes no evidence 
concerning the first missionaries, except in the case 
of Ethiopia, to which he informs us the eunuch bap- 
tized by Philip was sent *; but he declares explicitly 
that all the Churches through the world, although 
differing in usage‘, had but one faith*, which was 
delivered to them at baptism ° 


He speaks of the Churches in general as having 
been settled by the Apostles’, and particularly spe- 


TI, x.2. Kai yap ai cara roy xdopoy deadexroe dvoporat, GAN’ 
} Svvapec THC WapaddoEews pia Kal } adry* Kal oure ai Ey Teppaviag 
idpupevac "ExxAnolat GAAwe wemorevxacty, % GAAwe wapadiddaary, 
oure év raic IBnpiatc, ovre éy Kedrolc, ovre xara rac &varoAac, 
ovre év Alyiary, ovre év AcBun, obre ai xara péoa rov Biopov 
icpupévat. 

7 ILI. xii. 8. ‘Oe abroc 6 ebvovyoc metobele, kai tapavrixa abo 
Barriobijvat, EXeye’ Ttorebw rov Yiov rov Oeod elvac ‘Inaovy Xpe- 
orov. O¢ cat éréudOn cic ra xcAlpara Al®torlag, xnpvtwy rovro, 
érep éxlorevoe, Oedy pev Eva, Tov Ota TOY MpOPNTwY KEKnpvypéevoy. 
—IV. xxiii. 2. Nihil enim aliud deerat ei, qui a Prophetis fue- 
rat precatechizatus: non Deum Patrem, non conversationis dis- 
positionem, sed solum adventum ignorabat Filii Dei; quem cum 
breviter cognovisset, agebat iter gaudens, preco futurus in Atthi- 
opia Christi adventus. ‘ Frag. iii. p. 45, note ¢, 

ST. x. 2,3. Tie ovone "ExxAnolag waone piay cal my abrny 
alorey éxovonc cic ravra roy Kéopoy, kabwe mpoépapey, x. r. X. 

*T. ix. 4. Otrw d€ cal 6 roy xavova rn¢ adnOelacg dkd\wy év 
Eaurp Karéxwv, Ov dua rou Barrioparog eiAnge, x. 7. X. 

TIII. iii. 1. Traditionem itaque Apostolorum in toto mundo 
manifestatam, in omni Ecclesia adest respicere omnibus qui vera 
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cifies that the Church of Rome was founded by S. 
Peter and S. Paul, who appointed its first bishop 
Linus °; that Polycarp was made bishop of Smyrna 
by Apostles', and that the succession from him had 
been kept up to the time of his writing’; and that 
S. John watched over the Church of Ephesus down 
to the time of Trajan*. He informs us that the suc- 


velint videre: et habemus annumerare eos qui ab Apostolis in- 
stituti sunt Episcopi in Ecclesiis, et successores eorum usque ad 
nos, qui nihil tale docuerunt, neque cognoverunt, quale ab his 
deliratur. Etenim si recondita mysteria scissent Apostoli, que 
seorsim et latenter ab reliquis perfectos docebant, his vel maxime 
traderent ea quibus etiam ipsas Ecclesias committebant. Valde 
enim perfectos et irreprehensibiles in omnibus eos volebant esse, 
quos et successores relinquebant, suum ipsorum locum magisterii 
tradentes ; quibus emendate agentibus fieret magna utilitas, lap- 
sis autem summa calamitas. 

* III. iii. 2. Sed quoniam valde longum est in hoc tali volumine 
omnium Ecclesiarum enumerare successiones ; maximee, et anti- 
quissimze, et omnibus cognitz, a gloriosissimis duobus Apostolis 
Petro et Paulo Rome fundatz et constitute Ecclesiz, eam quam 
habet ab Apostolis Traditionem, et annuntiatam hominibus fidem, 
per successiones Episcoporum pervenientem usque ad nos indican- 
tes, confundimus omnes eos, qui quoquo modo, vel per sibi pla- 
centia, vel vanam gloriam, vel per csecitatem et malam senten- 
tiam, preeterquam oportet colligunt. 

1 See p. 2, note °. 

7 III. iii. 4. Maprupoverw rovroe at xara rv ’Agiay éxxAnoiat 
xaoat, kal of péype viv dvadedeypévor roy LodvKaproy, rolrAp 
akwomorérepoy cat BeSacdrepov AAnBelag paprupa dovra Otaderri- 
you kai Mapkiwvog, kal ray AowTwY KaKoyywpovwy. 

° III. iii. 4. "AdAa cal 4 év "Edéog éxxAnola tro HavAov per 
reOepediwpery, lwavvou 6& rapapetvarrog abroic péxpe ray Tpai- 
avov xpovwy, papruc GAnOnc éore rij¢ "'Axoord\wy rapaddcews. 
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cessors of the first bishops might be reckoned up in 
many Churches down to his own time *, particularly 
specifies the Churches of Rome and Smyrna‘, and 
gives a catalogue of the bishops of Rome as follows: 
——Linus, mentioned by S. Paul in his epistles to 
Timothy °*; Anencletus’; Clement*®, who had seen 
and conferred with the Apostles; Evarestus; Alex- 
ander; Xystus, or Sixtus; Telesphorus, who suf- 
fered martyrdom ; Hyginus; Pius; Anicetus ; Soter; 
Eleutherius’: and we have a fragment of a letter of 


“TIL. iii. 1. supra. 

7 IIT. iii, 1. 4. * 2 Tim. iv. 21. 

” Anencletus is called Anacletus by the ancient translator of 
Irenzeus, and Cletus by Epiphanius (Her. I. § 27.) and the 
Canon of the Mass. Later writers than Epiphanius make him 
two persons, but their accounts are contradictory. See Pearson’s 
Posthumous Works, Dissert. de Serie et Successione Episcoporum 
Romanorum, II. 1; and Nourry, Apparatus ad Biblioth. Patrum, 
VI. v. 5. 

* Clement is mentioned by Tertullian (De Prescrip. Har. 32.) 
as ordained by Peter. It is probable that this might have taken 
place in the slight interval which elapsed between the death of 
St. Paul and that of St. Peter, both of which took place in the 
same persecution. 

"III. iii. 8. Oepedewoarvrec ody cal oixocophoarrec of paxdpiwre 
axooroda THY Exxrnolay, Alive rijcg Excoxomwijc Netrovpyiay éveyel- 
ptoay. rovrov rov Alvou Tlatdog ey raig xpoc Tysdbeor émorodaic 
pépynrae’ dcadéxerac de abrov ’AvéycAnrog. pera rovroy cal rpiry 
TORY ax0 Tay Groordd\wy rHy Eexcoxoryy KAnpovrac KAhpne, 6 xai 
éwpaxic rovg paxaplove axoardAove, cai cupPeBAnkwe abroic, Kal 
Ert EvavAoy TO Khpvypa rey aroorddwy, cal ry wapadoow mp0 
opPadper Exwv, ov pdvuc’ Ert yap xoAXol bxeXelxovro rére UXO TAY 





axooroAwy dedioaypeévot. Tov dé KAjpevra rovroy ciadéxerac 


& 
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his own to Victor, the successor of Eleutherjus'. 
He has preserved an anecdote of St. John, viz. that 
upon one occasion entering a bath, and seeing Cerin- 
thus there, he withdrew precipitately, saying that he 
was afraid lest the building should fall, because Ce- 
rinthus, the enemy of the truth, was in it*. This 
anecdote is indeed at variance with the notion of 
Christian charity current at the present day, but it 
rests upon the testimony of Polycarp, who knew St. 
John well; and it is strictly in accordance with the 
spirit of the directions he himself gave to “the elect 
lady,” not to receive heretical teachers into her 
house, or bid them God speed *. 


We are likewise indebted to Irenszeus for some 
particulars respecting Polycarp. He states that he 
had been favoured with familiar intercourse with St. 


Evdpeoroc’ cai rév Evdpeoroy ’Argkardpoc’ elf otrw¢ Exrog axe 
tev axoordAwy xaBlorarat Avorog’ pera dé rovroy Tedeogopoc, 
d¢ kal évddtwe éuapripnoey’ Execra ‘Yyivoc, elra ioc’ pe? by 
"Avixnrog. dcadetapévou roy 'Avixnroy Lwrijpoc, viv Owoexary roxy 
Tov ric éxioxoriic amo rwy axoordAwy Kareyxet KApoy "EXevOepoc. 
ty abry rate, cai ry abrp drdayy fre axe Tey GrooTOAwy Ev TH EK- 
KAnoig rapacoate, Kal ro rijc GANGeiac Knpvypa KarnyrnKey Ei¢ Hpdc. 

' Fragm. iii. See p. 45, note *. 

7 VII. iii. 4. Kat etow of axnxodreg avrov, Ore 'Iwaryne, 0 row 
Kuplov padnric, év ra "Edéoy xopevbele Aovcacba, cal icwy Eow 
Kipw8or, étnraro rov Badarelov pn Aovodpevoc, aAN’ Ewetrwr* 
Suvywpev, yi) Kal ro Badaveiov cupréon, tvcov dvrog KnpivOov, row 
Tiic aAnBetag Ex Opov. 

73 John 10. 
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John and the rest who had seen Jesus, and had heard 
from them particulars respecting him and his mira- 
cles and teaching *. He mentions his having spent 
some time in Rome in the days of Anicetus®. He 
does not, indeed, state the cause of his visit; but 
Eusebius*® and Jerome’ distinctly say that it was on 
account of the Paschal controversy. This subject, 
amongst others, our author states to have been dis- 
cussed between them, and that Polycarp rested his 
adherence to the Jewish practice upon his having 
always kept Easter in that way with St. John and 
the other Apostles, and consequently declined to 
change it ; whereupon, to show that this inflexibility 
had produced no breach of amity, Anicetus thought 
proper to request Polycarp to officiate for him, and 
to take his place at the holy communion*®. During 
his stay there’ he met Marcion, who inquired if he 


4 Frag. ii. See p. 2, note ’. 

* ILI. iii. 4. “Og cat éxt "Avixhrov émdnphoac ry ‘Pap, roddAove 
GTO TaY TpOEIpHperwy aiperikay EmeorpEer eic THY ExkANoiay TOV 
Ocov, piay cat povnyv raurny aGdjOeaav xnpilag bro rev axooréAwy 
maperngévat, THY Ure Tijg ExkAnolag rapacdedopervyy. 

* Hist. Eccl. IV. 14. ™ De Viris Illustribus, 27. 

* Frag. iii. See p. 45, note *. 

° III. iii. 4. Kat abrocg dé 6 Wodvcapxog Mapxiwyvi wore sic 
oYiy abrp EdXOdrre, cai gnoaryrt, "Emcyivwoxes hudc; amexpiOn’ 
"Excytywoxw Tov mpwroroxoy Tov Xaraya. Tooatrny oi axdoro- 
dot, Kal of paOnral abréy icyov cirAaBeay, poco TO pede péxpe 
Aoyov Kowvwvety revi Tay Kapayapagcdrrwy Thy adhOaay, we cal 
IlavAoc Egnoev* Aiperuoy dvOpwrov pera play Kat devrépay vov- 


, ~ ae, gre @ ~ \ ¢ ? 
Oeciav xapatrov, eidwe Ore éléorparrac O rowvrog, kai apapravet, 
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recognised him. His reply was, “I recognise the 
first-born of Satan.” This severity (or bigotry, as it 
would now be called) does not appear to have ope- 
rated in his disfavour; for he was instrumental in 
recovering to the Church many who had been led 
away by the Gnostic delusions’. Irenseus likewise 
mentions Polycarp’s epistle to the Philippians *, and 
other epistles to other Churches and individuals °. 


Respecting Clement, whom Eusebius‘ identifies 
with the companion of S. Paul‘, he states that he 
wrote a very effectual letter to the Corinthians, to 
allay the dissensions which had arisen amongst them, 
and to restore the integrity of their faith *®. This is, 
of course, the first epistle of S. Clement, to the genu- 


wy abvroxaraxptroc.——That it was at Rome rests upon the testi- 
mony of Jerome, De Vir. Ill, 17. 

MILT. iii. 4. 

T IIL. iii. 4. “Bore dé xal éxcorodky TWoAucaprov poco ®adurxn- 
alove yeypappérvn ixavwrarn, tE yo kal rov yapaxrijpa rijc wiorewc 
abrov, cai rd enpyvypa rijc GAnBelac, of BovrAdpevor, cal ppovrilovrec 
rii¢ Eauray owrnplac, dvvavra pabety. 

* Frag. ii. Kal é ray émtorokay cé adbrov, dy éxéoretAer ifrot 
Taig yerviwoaic ExcAnoiatc, mtornpilwy abrac, h rév déedpor 
riot, vovOeray abrouc, cal wporperdpuevoc, duvarat pavepwOvat. 

* Hist. IIT. 15. * Phil. iv. 3. 

“IIT. iii. 3. ’Ewt rovrov ody row KAtpevroc ordcewc ove odl-yn¢ 
roic évy KopivOy yeropévnce adedgoic, exréoretery h év ‘Papin exxrn- 
ola ixavwrarny ypadiy roic KopivBiorc, eie eiphynr cup ebalZovoa 
abrovc, cal dvaveovea riv wiorwv abroy, kal Ay vewor! aro rey 


dwosroAwy wapadoaty elAhgec. 
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ineness of which his mention of it is a powerful tes- 
timony. 


He speaks of the Church of Rome not only as 
having been founded and settled under its first bishop 
by St. Peter and St. Paul, but as being one of the 
greatest and most ancient, well known to all men’, 
preserving the true doctrine by the resort of persons 
from all quarters, and possessing from this circum- 
stance a more powerful pre-eminence; and states 
that all Churches must on that account resort to it’. 
It is well known that this is a passage upon which 
Romanists very much rely, as establishing the claim 
of their Church to be the mistress of controversies 
to all Christendom; and I have chosen to give it 
the utmost force of which it is fairly capable, in order 
to avoid the charge of slurring it over, and in order 
to show that even thus it states nothing inconsistent 
with the doctrine of the Church of England respect- 
ing the present Church of Rome. I will therefore 
give a translation of the passage, which appears be- 
low, and make some remarks upon that translation: 
—‘ For every Church (that is, the faithful who are 
on all sides,) must on account of its more powerful 


’ See p. 5, note ”. 

* III. iii. 2. Ad hanc enim Ecclesiam propter potentiorem prin- 
cipalitatem necesse est omnem convenire Ecclesiam, hoc est, eos 
qui sunt undique fideles, in qua semper ab his, qui sunt undique, 
conservata est ea quze eat ab Apostolis Traditio. 
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pre-eminence resort to this Church, in which the 
apostolical tradition is preserved by those who are 
on all sides.” 


There are several words in this passage which 
must influence the sense of it. The first I shall 
notice is the word potentiorem, the more especially 
as there is a various reading upon it. One MS. (the 
Clermont) of considerable value, reads potiorem ; but 
Massuet, who examined it, says that it had been 
written pontiorem (but altered to potiorem,) which is 


almost certainly a contraction for the common read- 
ing. We must therefore, I conclude, sit down with 


the common reading ; although Massuet, in the Bene- 
dictine edition, and J. J. Griesbach, in some remarks 
upon this passage*, prefer the other. But what 
Greek word potentiorem represents must be matter 
of conjecture; and no one who is acquainted with 
the manner in which the translator has rendered 
Greek words will be inclined to lay much stress 
upon it. It may have been put for txavywrtoay, or 
kperrova; or, in short, the comparative of any adjec- 
tive which admits of being rendered potens. We 
then come to the word principalitatem. This we 
know that the ancient translator of Irenseus uses to 
signify apxn*. Putting these two together, Griesbach 


* Prog. de potentiore Ecct. Rom. principalitate. Jenz, 1780. 
4to. 
° II. xxx. 9. In translating Eph. i. 21. 
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has rendered xpsirrova apynv, potiorem tnitiym, and 
thus got rid of the idea of authority altogether. But 
there is no need of this. Principalis is used by the 
translator as the rendering of nyeuovcoc'; principa- 
liter, of rponyoupivwc?, and xponynrixws*; principalt- 
tatem habeo, of TOwTEVW *| We know that all the 
apostolical sees had a kind of principality or pre- 
eminence above the surrounding Churches; a more 
powerful pre-eminence than other Churches equally 
ancient with themselves. Nay, we know that the 
Church of Rome had at that time, in point of fact, 
a more powerful pre-eminence than any othier 


Church. 


The next word to be considered is convenire, 
which may be rendered either resort or agree; 
and I confess I should have been disposed, with 
Massuet, to render it agree, were it not for a 
perfectly parallel passage in the 32d Oration of 
Gregory of Nazianzum, delivered at the first council 
of Constantinople. Speaking of Constantinople, he 
SAYS, tic Nv Ta TavraydOev axpa cuvrpiyet, Kat Ofev apye- 
Tat Wo EuTroplou Kotvov rn¢ miarewc. Here Constanti- 
nople is spoken of then under the very same terms 
as Rome by Irenzus, as the common repository of the 
faith: other parts of the Christian world are said to 


‘TIL xi. 8. 7 I. ix. 3. 
7 V. xxvii. 2. 4 1V. xxxvill. 3. 
F 
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be governed (apyerat) by it; and distant Churches 
are said to resort from all quarters: ovvtpixe wavra- 
xo0ev. Are not these words an exact parallel to the 
convenire and undique of the translator of Irenzus ? 
I therefore feel bound to give convenzre the sense of 
resort. The next word to be noticed is undique, the 
application of which is disputed; some, as Barrow * 
and Faber ‘, applying it only to the immediate neigh- 
bourhood of Rome, i. e. Italy and the adjacent parts 
of Gaul; others, and of course the Romanists, to 
the whole Christian Church. According to the for- 
mer plan, the clause “hoc est ... fideles” is a limi- 
tation of the expression “omnem ecclesiam,” con- 
fining it to the Churches immediately surrounding 
Rome; and consequently the pre-eminence of the 
Church of Rome would be equally narrowed by this 
interpretation of undigue. I am far from contending 
that this interpretation is not correct; and the very 
fact of the passage admitting it, without any force 
whatever, shows how little the papal cause can be 
made to rest upon it. But as:-Gregory, in the paral- 


* Pope’s Supremacy, V. ix. p. 234, edit. 1680. ‘The faithful 
who are all about.” ) 

* Difficulties of Romanism, B. I. chap. iii. sect. iv. 2.(4.) To 
this Church, on account of the more potent principality, it is ne- 
cessary that every Church should resort; that is to say, those 
faithful individuals who are on every side of it. In which Church, 
by those who are on every side of it, the tradition, which is from 
the Apostles, bas always been preserved.” 


THE CHURCH OF ROME. 67 


lel passage I have quoted, uses the term wavraydbev, 
I am disposed to take undigue as its representative ; 
the more especially as we have seen that, whatever 
influence it gives to Rome, the selfsame influence 
had Constantinople in an after age. 


There are one or two more words still to be men- 
tioned. Necesse est is one of them. It may imply 
that it is the duty of every Church to resort to 
Rome; but its more natural and usual meaning is, 
that, as a matter of course, Christians from all parts, 
and not strictly the Churches themselves, were led 
to resort thither by the superior eminence of that 
Church. 


I have hitherto taken this passage as though it 
must be applied definitely to the Church of Rome. 
But this is by no means necessary; for it may be a 
general observation applicable to all the most emi- 
nent Churches, as may be seen by the following 
translation and arrangement of it :—“ For every 
Church, (that is, the faithful all around,) must neces- 
sarily resort to that Church in which the apostolical 
tradition has been preserved by those on all sides 
of it, on account of its more powerful pre-eminence;” 
that is, Christians must have recourse each to the 
most ancient and most eminent Church in his neigh- 
bourhood. And this agrees with a passage of Ter- 

F 2 
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tullian ’, in which he refers southern Greeks to 
Corinth, northern to Philippi and Thessalonica, Asi- 
atics to Ephesus, Italians and Africans to Rome. 
The only objection which occurs to me lies in the 
word hanc, which, if the passage is to be taken in 
this application, must be translated that; but as it 
was in all probability the representative of ratrny, 
this word can scarcely present any difficulty. 


I will close this whole discussion with two re- 
marks; first, that unless we could recover the Greek 
text of this passage, it is plainly impossible to as- 
certain its true sense; and secondly, that the strong- 
est sense we can attach to it, consistently with his- 
tory, is, that Christians of that period from all parts 
of Christendom must, if they wish to ascertain tra- 
ditions, have recourse to the Church of Rome, be- 
cause, as the first Church in Christendom, the com- 
mon traditions were preserved there by the resort of 
Christians from all quarters. This twofold reason 
for resorting thither has long ceased to exist, and 
consequently this passage of Irenzus can afford no 
support to the claims of modern Rome, until it can 
be proved that those portions of the Christian world 
which are not in communion with her are no part 
of the Catholic Church. 


7 De Prescr. Her. 36, 
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There is another subject which has caused much 
discussion, which is adverted to by Ireneus, viz. the 
miraculous powers of the Church. He declares that 
in his time powers of this kind were possessed by 
Christians, such as raising the dead °, and casting out 
devils, and healing the sick; that they likewise had 
the gift of prophecy *, and spoke with tongues, and 


* IT. xxxi. 2. Kai év rg adeAgdrnre woddake Ota TO avayxaioy, 
Tig Kara roxoy éxxXAnolac waone airnoapévne pera vnoreiacg TOA- 
Aije Kai Acraveiac, Eréorpepe ro wvevpa Tov TereAEUTNKOTOG, Kat 
éxaplcOn 6 &vOpwrog raic eiryaic rev dyiwy.—xxxii. 4. Quaprop- 
ter et in illius nomine, qui vere illius sunt discipuli ab ipso acci- 
pientes gratiam, perficiunt ad beneficia reliquorum hominum, 
quemadmodum unusquisque accepit donum ab eo. Alii enim 
dzemones excludunt firmissime et vere, ut etiam sgepissime cre- 
dant ipsi, qui emundati sunt a nequissimis spiritibus, et sint in. 
Ecclesia. Alii autem et przescientiam habent futurorum, et visi- 
ones, et dictiones propheticas. Alii autem laborantes aliqua in- 
firmitate per manus impositionem curant, et sanos restituunt. 
Jam etiam, quemadmodum diximus, et mortui resurrexerunt, et 
perseveraverunt nobiscum annis multis. Et quid autem? Non 
est numerum dicere gratiarum, quas per universum mundum 
Ecclesia a Deo accipiens, in nomine Christi Jesu, crucifixi sub 
Pontio Pilato, per singulos dies in opitulationem gentium perficit, 
neque seducens aliquem, nec pecuniam ei auferens. Quemad- 
modum enim gratis accepit a Deo, gratis et ministrat. 5. —— 
munde et pure et manifeste orationes dirigens ad Dominum, qui 
omnia fecit, et nomen Domini nostri Jesu Christi invocans, 
virtutes ad utilitates hominum, sed non ad seductionem, per- 
ficit. 

° I]. xxxii. 4, supra. V. vi. 1. KaOwe cai roMA@y axovopev adedr- 
gov ev ry ExkAnoig, TpopyriKa Yapiopara éxdvTwy, Kai Kayrocanaic 


Aadouvrwy cea rov [vevparog yAwooatc, Kai Ta Kpugia ray dvOpw- 


i 
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revealed secret things of men and mysteries of God '. 
It is well known that Gibbon and Middleton have 
thrown doubt upon the miraculous powers of the 
primitive Church; and one of their chief arguments 
is that the early writers, such as I[renzus, content 
themselves with general statements, but bring no 
specific instance. The subject has been very fully 
entered into by the present highly learned and ami- 
able bishop of Lincoln, Dr. Kaye, in his work on 
Tertullian*; and in the general I am disposed to 
acquiesce in the theory adopted by the bishop, that 
those powers were conferred only by apostolical 
hands, and that of course they would continue till 
all that generation was extinct who were contem- 
porary with St. John, the last of the Apostles. That 
would admit of Ireneus having known instances ; 
and not having any idea that the power was to be 
extinct, he would think that it still remained, even 
if he had not known any recent instances. It is 
necessary to remark, however, that he speaks of the 
gifts of tongues and the revealing of secrets and 
mysteries, not as a thing coming under his own 
knowledge, but heard of from others; and it does 
not appear that he intends to say that they con- 
tinued to his own time. And I will venture to ob- 
serve that it appears rather unfair to Ireneeus to set 


nwv cig gavepdy dydvruy ext rp oupgéporri, Kal ra pveTnpia TOU 
Ocov Exdenyouperwy. 
V~. vi. Ly ; Pp. 98— 102. 
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aside his testimony by saying that he brings no spe- 
cific instance of those things which he speaks of as 
still done. He might feel that the thing was so 
notorious, that those who were not convinced by the 
notoriety of such occurrences would cavil at any 
particular case he might select ; and his mentioning 
that some of those who had been delivered from evil 
spirits had become converts, that some of those who 
had been raised from the dead, being poor, had been 
assisted witl money *, and that some had lived many 
years after‘, surely indicates that he was speaking 
from a knowledge of individual cases. One should 
indeed have expected that every one who owed his 
deliverance from Satanic possession to the miraculous 
power possessed by Christians would have embraced 
the faith of those who exercised it; and the circum- 
stance that Irenseus affirms this of some only gives 
a greater air of probability to his whole statement. 
Besides this, we must distinguish between the cases 
of persons healed by the direct agency of an indi- 
vidual, and those in which it pleased God to hear 
the joint prayers of several; for it is observable that 
our author attributes the raising of the dead only to 


in Ecclesia autem miseratio, et misericordia, 





7 II. xxxi. 3. 
et firmitas, et veritas ad opitulationem hominum, non solum sine 
mercede et gratis perficiatur; sed et nobis ipsis quz sunt nostra 
erogantibus pro salute hominum, et ea quibus hi, qui curantur, 
indigent, szepissime non habentes, a nobis accipiunt. 

4 1I.xxxii. 4, Sce p. 69, note °. 
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the united prayers and fasting of a whole Church, 
and confines it to cases of great urgency °. 


The testimony which Irenzus bears to the relation 
between the Church and the empire is but slight. 
He mentions a Christian as having been in his own 
youth high in the imperial court, at the same time 
that he was a follower or admirer of Polycarp °; he 
speaks of Christians in the imperial palace deriving 
an income from the heathen, and able to assist their 
poorer brethren’; and he acknowledges the general 
advantages which Christians derived from the supre- 
macy of the Romans, in common with their other 
subjects, in the prevalence of peace and the freedom 
from individual outrage*. But he mentions very 
distinctly the persecutions at another time Christians 
suffered (particularly alluding to those which took 
place at Lyons), and notices that slaves were com- 
pelled to inform against their masters; and that in 
this way the calumny that Christians fed upon human 
flesh arose, from a misunderstanding of the nature of 
the holy Eucharist °; the slaves having heard their 


> TL. xxxi. 2. dia ro dvayxaiov. See p. 69, note °. 

° Frag. ii. See p. 2. note ’. 

"IV. xxx. 1. Quid autem et hi, qui in Regali aula sunt, fide- 
les, nonne ex eis, que Czsaris sunt, habent utensilia, et his qui 
non habent, unusquisque eorum secundum virtutem preestat. 

* IV. xxx. 3. Sed et mundus pacem habet per eos, et nos sine 
timore in viis ambulamus et navigamus quocumque voluerimus. 

° Frag. xiii. Xptorcay@v yap xarnyoupeévwy cubdAove “EAAnvec 
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masters speak of feeding on the body and blood of 
Christ, and taking it in a literal sense. 


ovdr\afdvrec, elra pabeivy re mapa rovrwy cnOev dxopénror repi 
Xprorcavey avayxalorrec, oi dovAor ovrot, pn Exovreg Mag TO Toi¢ 
avayxalovor cab’ dor) épety, xap’ Scov Hxovoy rwy decrorwy, Thy 
Oclay peradrn cy alua xat ow ua elvac Xprorov, abroi voploarrec 
Te Ovrt alpa cai capxa elvat, rovro éteimoy roic ExCnrover. ot ce 


AafPdvrec we abroxpnpa rovro reXetoPat Xproriavoig, K.T.A. 


CHAPTER IIL. 


ON THE NATURE, OFFICE, POWERS, AND PRIVILEGES 
OF THE CHURCH. ; 


THE proper aspect to view the Church in is a matter 
of so much practical importance at all times, that 
it can never be uninteresting to know the light in 
which it was regarded in the subapostolical age, of 
which Irenzus is a very unobjectionable evidence. 


We shall find then that this writer considered the 
Church to be an ascertainable society, planted first 
at Jerusalem ', and thence spread to the limits of the 
habitable globe’; planted by the Apostles, and kept 
up by and in the elders or bishops their successors °. 
It is, however, divided into separate Churches, which 
are to regard that of Jerusalem as their mother 


‘III. xii. 5. After quoting Acts iv. 24, &c. he proceeds thus : 
—Airat gwvai rig Exxdnolac, & no waoa ioynrey ExxAnoia Thy 
dpyfv' avrat gwvai rij¢ Mnyrporddews rev rie Katvijcg dcabnxye 
woXrwy. 

7.x. 1. See p. 55, note, 

7 If. iii. 1. See p. 56, note’. . 
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Church‘. The whole Church, moreover, is to its 
individual members as a mother to her children: 


‘III. xii. 5. supra. 

* III. xxiv. 1. Preedicationem vero Ecclesiz undique constan- 
tem, et squaliter perseverantem, et testimonium habentem a 
Prophetis et ab Apostolis, et ab omnibus discipulis, quemadmo- 
dum ostendimus per initia, et medietates, et finem, et per univer- 
sam Dei dispositionem, et eam que secundum salutem hominis 
est solitam operationem, que est in fide nostra; quam perceptam 
ab Ecclesia custodimus, et que semper a Spiritu Dei, quasi in 
vase bono eximium quoddam depositum juvenescens, et juve- 
nescere faciens ipsum vas in quo est. Hoc enim Ecclesiz credi- 
tum est Dei munus, quemadmodum ad inspirationem plasmationi, 
ad hoc ut omnia membra percipientia vivificentur : et in eo dis- 
posita est communicatio Curist1, id est, Spiritus sanctus, arrha 
incorruptele, et confirmatio fidei nostrz, et scala ascensionis ad 
Deum. “In Ecclesia enim,” inquit, ‘“ posuit Deus Apostolos, 
Prophetas, doctores,”’ et universam reliquam operationem Spiri- 
tus : cujus non sunt participes omnes, qui non currunt ad Eccle- 
siam, sed semetipsos fraudant a vita, per sententiam malam, et 
operationem pessimam. Ubi enim Ecclesia, ibi et Spiritus Dei ; 
et ubi Spiritus Dei, illic Ecclesia, et omnis gratia: Spiritus autem 
veritas, Quapropter qui non participant eum, neque a mam- 
millis Matris nutriuntur in vitam, neque percipiunt de corpore 
CuristT1 procedentem nitidissimum fontem; sed effodiunt sibi 
lacus detritos de fossis terrenis, et de coeno putidam bibunt 
aquam, effugientes fidem Ecclesiz, ne traducantur ; rejicientes 
vero Spiritum, ut non erudiantur. 2. Alienati vero a veritate, 
digne in omni volutantur errore, fluctuati ab eo, aliter atque ali- 
ter per tempora de eisdem sentientes, et nunquam sententiam 
stabilitam habentes, sophistee verborum magis volentes esse quam 
discipuli veritatis: non enim sunt fundati super unam petram, 
sed super arenam. V. xx. 2. Fugere igitur oportet senten- 
tias ipsorum (of the Gnostics), et intentius observare necubi vex- 
emur ab ipsis ; confugere autem ad Ecclesiam, et in ejus sinu 
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she is appointed for the quickening of creation *, and 
in her is the way of life’, which those who keep 
aloof from her do not possess*; in her is the Holy 
Spirit, which is not to be found out of her®. She 
possesses the adoption and inheritance of Abraham, 
and her members are consequently the seed of Abra- 
ham’. Being thus appointed for the quickening of 
the world, by being the way of life to its members, 
she has for that purpose received the faith from the 
Apostles, which it is her business to distribute to her 
children’. She is therefore the appointed preacher 
of the faith, or the truth, which is not variable and 


educari, et Dominicis scripturis enutriri. Plantata enim est Ec- 
clesia, paradisus in hoc mundo: “ab omni” ergo “‘ligno paradisi 
escas manducabitis,’ ait Spiritus Dei; id est, ab omni scriptura 
Dominica manducate. 

* III. xxiv. 1. supra. 

‘III. iv. 1. Tantee igitur ostensiones cum sint, non oportet 
adhuc queerere apud alios veritatem, quam facile est ab Ecclesia 
sumere ; cum Apostoli, quasi in depositorium dives, plenissime 
in eam contulerint omnia que sint veritatis: uti omnis quicum- 
que velit, sumat ex ea potum vite. Hec est enim vite intro- 
itus ; omnes autem reliqui fures sunt et latrones. Propter quod 
oportet devitare quidem illos; quz autem sunt Ecclesiz, cum 
summa diligentia diligere, et apprehendere veritatis Traditionem. 

* TI]. xxiv. 1. supra. * Ibid. 

' TV. viii. 1. Deum, qui in regnum ccelorum introducit Abra- 
ham, et semen ejus quod est Ecclesia, per Christum Jesum, cui 
et adoptio redditur, et hereditas que Abrahz promissa est. 

7 111. Przef. quoted p. 34, note '.——-V. xx. 1. Et Ecclesize 
quidem preedicatio vera et firma, apud quam una et eadem salutis 
via in universo mundo ostenditur. Huic enim creditum est 
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changeable, but one, and only one*; not merely a 
quality infused into the heart, but a form of truths 
embodied or summed up in words, and delivered to 
her members when they are initiated into her *. 
Her ancient system is therefore the guide to truth’, 
and those who wish to know it must have recourse 
to her, and be brought up in her bosom *. . Her tes- 
timony, moreover, is confirmed by the Apostles and 
Prophets’, whose writings are kept in the custody 
of her elders *, with which, moreover, those must 


lumen Dei..... Ubique enim Ecclesia predicat veritatem ; et 
he est érrapvioc lucerna, Christi bajulans lumen. 

*T. ix. 5. Kat é« robrov yap (the exhibition of the incon- 
sistency of error) dxpiBie curideiv Eorar, cal mpd ric arodeitewc, 
BeBaiay ryy veo rig exkAnoiac Knpvocopévny dAtOeav.—x. 3. 
cited p. 56, note °. III. xii. 7. Ecclesia vero per universum 
mundum ab Apostolis firmum habens initium, in una et eadem de 
Deo et de Filio ejus perseverat sententia. 

*J. ix. 4. See p. 56, note °. 

SIV. xxxiii. 8. [vioce adnOdc, } rov drocrddwy diday?, wat 
TO apxaior ric éexAnolag CvoTHa Kara Tavro¢ Tov Kdopov, et 
character corporis Christi secundum successiones Episcoporum, 
quibus illi eam, quz in unoquogue loco est Ecclesiam tradide- 
runt: que pervenit usque ad nos custoditione sine fictione 
Scripturarum tractatio plenissima, neque additamentum neque 
ablationem recipiens; et lectio sine falsatione, et secundum Scrip- 
turas expositio legitima, et diligens, et sine periculo, et sine 
blasphemia. 

°V. xx. 2. See p. 75, note °. 

"III. xxiv. 1. cited ibid. 

* IV. xxxii. 1. Post deinde et omnis sermo ei constabit, si et 
Scripturas diligenter legerit apud eos qui in Ecclesia sunt preshy- 
teri, apud quos est apostolica doctrina. 
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expect to be fed who come to her’. She has suc- 
ceeded to the office of the ancient Jewish Church 
of being the great witness of the unity of the God- 
head '. 


To show that she is commissioned from above, she 
wrought continual miracles for the good of the 
world by prayer and invocation of the name of 
Jesus ?; she even raised the dead by means of fast- 
ing and prayer’; and she alone produced persons 
who sealed their own sincerity and the truth of their 
faith by their blood *. 


Finally, although not exempt from weakness, and 


°V. xx.2. See p. 75, note *. 

"II. ix. 1. Veteribus quidem et in primis a protoplasti tradi- 
tione hanc suadelam custodientibus, et unum Deun, fabricato- 
rem cceli et terrz hymnizantibus ; reliquis autem post eos a pro- 
phetis Dei hujus rei commemorationem accipientibus. .... .« 
Ecclesia autem omnis per universum orbem hanc accepit ab 
apostolis traditionem. 

* II. xxxii. 4, 5. See p. 69, note *. *II. xxxi. 2. cited ibid. 

IV. xxxiii. 9. Quapropter Ecclesia omni in loco ob eam 
quam habet erga Deum dilectionem, multitudinem martyrum in 
omni tempore przmittit ad Patrem; reliquis autem omnibus non 
tantum non habentibus hanc rem ostendere apud se, sed nec qui- 
dem necessarium esse dicentibus tale martyrium ; esse enim mar- 
tyrium verum sententiam eorum : nisi si unus, aut duo aliquando, 
per omne tempus ex quo Dominus apparuit in terris, cum mar- 
tyribus nostris, quasi et ipse misericordiam consequutus, oppro- 
brium simul bajulavit nominis, et cum eis ductus est, velut ad- 
jectio quzedam donata eis. 

1 
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capable of losing whole members, she, as a body, 
remains imperishable °. 


It is remarkable how strictly this notion of an 
external, visible, ascertainable body, consisting of 
individuals, and under the government of individual 
officers, having a personal succession in distinct lo- 
calities *, is in accordance with the doctrine of the 
Church of England; and how totally opposed it is 
to the notions held amongst dissenters, and by in- 
dividuals within the Church in modern times. Accord- 
ing to Ireneeus, moreover, the different classes of sec- 
taries would be regarded as having neither spiritual 
life nor the Holy Spirit, except so far as they might be 
supposed to be in communion with the body governed 
by elders or bishops descended from the Apostles. 
If in any way or to any degree they can be supposed 
to be in communion with them, to that extent they 
would be thought to have the Holy Ghost, and to 
be in the way of life, but no further. J am not now 
discussing whether he was right or wrong; I am 
merely pointing out the contrariety between his 
views of the Church and those which appear to be 
most popular at present. I doubt if most Protes- 
tants would not pronounce his doctrine to be gross 


‘IV. xxxi. 3. Ecclesia, que est sal terre, subrelicta est in 
confinio terree, patiens que sunt humana; et, dum szpe auferun- 
tur ab ea membra integra, perseverat statua salis. 

* See pp. 57, 58. 
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bigotry; for very many of those who would go so 
far with him as to acknowledge the Church to be a 
visible society, would be very far from restricting 
the grace of the Holy Spirit to the communion of 
the bishops in succession from the Apostles. 


I must, however, direct more particular attention 
to one part of his system which did not require to 
be brought out prominently. We have seen that 
he thought it possible for the Church to lose whole 
members. In fact, although he thought that the 
truth was kept up by the succession of bishops 
throughout the Church, and that it was a mark of 
truth to be so kept up, he still believed that pres- 
byters or bishops might, through pride, or other evil 
motives, make schisms in the Church’; and he taught 
that those were to be adhered to who, with the suc- 


7 IV. xxvi. 2. Quapropter eis qui in Ecclesia sunt, Presbyteris 
obaudire oportet, his qui successionem habent ab Apostolis, sicut 
ostendimus ; qui cum Episcopatus successione charisma veritatis 
certum secundum placitum Patris acceperunt: reliquos vero, qui 
absistunt a principali successione, et quocumque loco colligunt, 
suspectos habere; vel quasi heereticos, et male sententise; vel 
quasi scindentes, et elatos, et sibi placentes ; aut rursus ut hypo- 
critas, quzestus gratia et vane gloria hoc operantes. Omnes 
autem hi deciderunt a veritate.-——-3. Qui vero crediti quidem 
sunt a multis esse presbyteri, serviunt autem suis voluptatibus, 
et non przponunt timorem Dei in cordibus suis, sed contumeliis 
agunt reliquos, et principalis concessionis tumore elati sunt, et in 
absconsis agunt mala, et dicunt, “ Nemo nos videt,” redarguentur 
a Verbo. 
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cession, keep the Apostles’ doctrine, and lead good 
lives*; implying, of course, that some who were in 
the succession might depart from the Apostles’ doc- 
trine. The succession was not, therefore, in his opi- 
nion, an infallible test of truth in the individual 
Church. Any individual Church, or even a consider- 
able number or collection of Churches, might fall 
into heresy, and thus become cut off from the 
Church; but it is evident that he did not think this 
possible to happen to the great body of the Church. 


It is manifest from this that he thought the pri- 
vate Christian must sometimes pass judgment upon 
his bishop, and might be called upon to separate from 
him, and to adhere to those who were more ortho- 
dox. In what cases this was requisite, or what was 
to be the extent of the alienation, he does not give 
any hint; but this clearly establishes that he thought 
private judgment upon religious controversy to be 
sometimes a duty: for without the exercise of pri- 
vate judgment upon the part of the layman, it would 
be in some cases impossible for him to show his 
preference for those bishops who adhered to the 
Apostles’ doctrine. 

* IV. xxvi. 4. Ab omnibus igitur talibus absistere oportet, 
adheerere vero his qui et apostolorum, sicut preediximus, doc- 


trinam custodiunt, et cum presbyterii ordine sermonem sanum 
et conversationem sine offensa preestant, ad confirmationem et 





correptionem reliquorum. 5. Ubi igitur charismata Domini 
posita sunt, ibi discere oportet veritatem, apud quos est ea quee 
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We find no trace in Irenzeus of any authority in 
the Church of Rome to decide controversies for the 
rest of the Church. On the contrary, he taught 
Christians to have recourse to any ancient apostoli- 
eal Church, or rather collection of Churches ’, if they 
wished to ascertain the traditional system of the 
Church. He indeed quotes that Church as being in 
his time a more important witness to the truth than 
any other individual Church, because, through the 
continual concourse of Christians thither, in conse- 
quence of its more powerful pre-eminence, the tra- 
ditions of the universal Church were there collected 
as it were into a focus'; but, as I have pointed out 
elsewhere *, he recognises no authority in that Church 
to claim to decide controversies. With him it is not 
any individual Church that is commissioned to pre- 
serve the truth, not even the Church of Jerusalem, 
which he calls the mother of all Churches (a title 
which has been since arrogated by the Roman 
_ Church), but the Catholic Church, truly so called, by 
the mouth of her pastors throughout the world; for 
although he mentions the pre-eminence of the Church 
of Rome in his day as a matter of fact, he does not 


est ab Apostolis Ecclesize successio, et id quod est sanum et irre- 
probabile conversationis, et inadulteratum et incorruptibile ser- 
monis constat. 

* See III. iii. 1. p. 57, note’; ibid. 2. p. 58, note °; ibid. 4. 
p. 58, notes * and ’. 

' III. iii. 2. See pp. 52 and 63. 

? See p. 68. 
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state it to be a matter of r¢ght; nor does he ground 
any thing upon it but the further fact that it fol- 
lowed, of course, that Christians resorted to it from 
all quarters, as they did afterwards to Constantinople. 
He gives no hint as to the source of that pre-emi- 
nence, other than its having been settled by the ¢wo 
Apostles St. Peter and S¢. Paul, and honoured with 
being the scene of their martyrdom*. And his ap- 
peal to it he builds, not on any authority residing in 
it, but upon the fact that at that time the confluence 
from all parts of the Church caused the tradition of 
the whole Church to be best preserved there, as was 
afterwards the case at Constantinople, and has since 
been no where. So that his appeal to Rome is not 
in fact an appeal to that Church, but to the Church 
universal; and since Rome has ceased to be the 
place of resort to the universal Church, the ground 
for appealing to her has ceased likewise. 


On the subject of the Bishops of the primitive 
Church several questions have arisen, and it is of 
course highly desirable to know whether Irenzus 
furnishes any evidence on either side of them. It is 
not to be expected that we can discuss any of them 
fully by the aid of any single writer; but such indi- 
cations as we meet with may with propriety be 
drawn out. 


3 See p. 58, note *, and p. 63, note *. 
G 2 


84 WHETHER BISHOPS AND PRESBYTERS ARE EQUAL. 


That which first demands our notice is whether 
Bishops existed, as a distinct order from Presbyters, 
from the beginning. 


Now Ireneeus does undoubtedly call the same per- 
sons by the name of Bishops and Presbyters inter- 
changeably. But it has been long ago pointed out 
that the circumstance of the same name being borne 
by persons holding two different offices, proves no- 
thing. It is unsafe to infer from the circumstance 
that dishops are called presbyters, or presbyters bishops, 
that therefore there was not a permanent officer set 
over the other presbyters, and endued with functions 
which they could not exercise, although not at first 
distinguished by a specific name. 


On the other hand, we learn from him that there 
were to be found in every part of the Christian world 
bishops or presbyters placed at the head of Churches, 
which from their importance, must have had other 
presbyters in them, and which we know from other 
sources to have had other presbyters in them; that 
there was only one of these at one and the same 
time; that they were intrusted with the government 
of the Churches, and called the Bishops of those 
Churches ; that the authority of the office was handed 
down from individual to individual; and that the 
individuals who filled this office, and by consequence 
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the office itself, were appointed by inspired apostles *. 
All these facts are irreconcileable with the hypo- 
thesis that all presbyters were equal in authority and 
function. 


The question whether these bishops and presbyters 
might not have been simply pastors of independent 
congregations, is answered by finding that they had 
other presbyters under them, (as Ireneus under 
Pothinus, and Florinus and Blastus under the 
Bishops of Rome,) and éhat in places such as Rome, 
where there were probably more congregations than 
one. 


There is nothing in Irenseus to favour the idea 
that the subject-presbyters were not properly clergy- 
men; on the contrary, the letter of the martyrs to 
Eleutherius would appear to speak of Irenzus as a 
clergyman, when we at the same time know him to 
have been a presbyter: and it does appear in the 
highest degree improbable that the flourishing 
Church of Rome, which we know to have been the 
place of residence of two Apostles at once, should 
have been left, down to Ireneus’s time, with only a 
single clergyman in it, which must have been the 
case upon this theory; to say nothing of Smyrna, 
which, according to the same scheme, must have 


* See pp. 57-59, and the passages there adduced. 
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been left destitute of spiritual superintendence during 
Polycarp’s visit to Rome, which S. Irensus has 
recorded. 


But granting the eristence of Bishops such as we 
have them now, and their appointment by Apostles, 
another question arises, first suggested, so far as we 
know, by S. Jerome, whether the powers now exclu- 
sively reserved to Bishops, such as ordination and 
government, were so exclusively delegated to them 
by the Apostles, as that those powers exercised by 
other presbyters are invalid. The question does not 
appear to have occurred to Irenseus: but we have 
no hint in him of other presbyters having the same 
authority as the bishops of the Churches; on the 
other hand, he expressly states that the Apostles 
committed the Churches to the government and 
teaching of individual bishops or presbyters in each, 
making them their successors, and giving them their own 
office’. And the very circumstance of their committing 
the Churches to those individuals did (by what appears 
to me inevitable consequence) exclude all others 
from the same place to which those individuals were 
appointed, and constitute them an order by them- 
selves. And that the universal Church understood 
the appointment in that sense is proved by the fact, 
recorded by Irenzus, that the succession of autho- 


*— quos et successores relinquebant, suum ipsorum locum 
magisterii tradentes. See p. 58, note ’. 
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rity was kept up in individuals down to his time; 
the evident implication being that it was so in all 
Churches. 


The evidence, therefore, supplied by Irenzus, al- 
though not enabling us, by ztself, to discuss the whole 
question fully, is in support of the discipline of the 
Church of England, which refuses to recognize the 
ordinations of any but bishops, properly so called, 
and having their authority in succession from the 
Apostles °. 


® See the Preface to the Ordination Services. 


CHAPTER IV. 
ON THE DOCTRINE OF THE HOLY TRINITY. 


THE controversy which Ireneus carried on with the 
Gnostics being directly and explicitly on the subject 
of the Divine Nature, led him to treat distinctly of 
the divinity and humanity of Christ and his incar- 
nation, of the providential government of God, and 
his various manifestations. He is thus led, almost 
of necessity, to enunciate the doctrine of the Trinity 
in Unity in various aspects, but most especially in 
regard to the twofold nature of Christ. 


In direct reference to the doctrine of the Trinity 
in Unity, he describes the agency of the three Per- 
sons in the creation of man; the Father willing and 
commanding, the Son ministering and forming, the 
Spirit sustaining and nourishing him'. So again 
he declares that God made all things by his Word 


IV. xxxviii. 3. ‘O yevvnroc cai xexdacpévoc &vOpwrog Kar’ 
eixdva Kal Gpoiwowy rov dyevyhrov yiverac Oeov' rov pev Marpoc 
ebduxourrog cal Kedevovroc, rov dé Yio xpagoorrog cai dnpcoup- 


yourroc, Tov 6& vevparog rpepovrog Kai avlovros. 
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or Son, and Wisdom or Spirit, using the terms per- 
sonally; and that this was the same thing as making 
them by himself’, because they are his hands*. And 
again, in explaining God’s dispensations in regard to 
man, he affirms‘ that God was seen under the Old 
Testament by the Spirit of prophecy, that he was 
seen subsequently by means of the Son, adoptively, 


> I. xxii. 1. Omnia per ipsum fecit Pater . . . . non per an- 
gelos, neque per virtutes aliquas abscissas ab ejus sententia (nihil 
enim indiget omnium Deus), sed et per Verbum et Spiritum suum 
omnia faciens et disponens et gubernans, et omnibus esse pre- 
stans. II. xxx. 9. Hic Pater, hic Deus, hic Conditor, hic 
Factor, hic Fabricator, qui fecit ea per semetipsum, hoc est, per 





Verbum et per Sapientiam suam, coelum et terram et maria et 
omnia que in eis sunt.——IV. vii. 4. Hzec enim Filius, qui est 
Verbum Dei, ab initio prestruebat ; non indigente Patre angelis, 
uti faceret conditionem et formaret hominem ... . sed habente 
copiosum et inenarrabile ministerium : ministrat enim ei ad om- 
nia sua progenies et figuratio sua, id est Filius et Spiritus Sanc- 
tus, Verbum et Sapientia; quibus serviunt et subjecti sunt omnes 
angeli. | 

> V.i. 3. Sic in fine Verbum Patris et Spiritus Dei, adunitus 
antiquz substantiz plasmationis Adz, viventem et perfectum 
effecit hominem, capientem perfectum Patrem ... . . non enim 
effugit aliquando Adam manus Dei, ad quas Pater loquens, dicit : 
“‘Faciamus hominem ad imaginem et similitudinem nostrum.”— 
xxviii. 4. Plasmatus initio homo per manus Dei, id est, Filii 
et Spiritus, fit secundum imaginem et similitudinem Dei. 

“IV. xx. 5. Potens est enim in omnibus Deus ; visus quidem 
tunc per Spiritum prophetiz, visus autem et per Filium adoptive, 
videbitur autem et in regno coelorum paternaliter : Spiritu quidem 
preparante hominem in Filio Dei, Filio autem adducente ad 
Patrem, Patre autem incorruptelam donante in zternam vitam, 
quz unicuique evenit ex eo quod videat Deum. 
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i.e. adopting human nature into the divine‘, and 
that he will be seen in his character of Father in the 
kingdom of heaven; and that in this way the Spirit 
in the Son prepares man, and the Son brings him to 
the Father, and the Father grants to him immor- 
tality: and so again in the work of man’s redemption‘, 
the Spirit operates, the Son supplies, the Father 
approves, and man is perfected to salvation. He 
likewise gives two statements of the substance of the 
Creed, in which the three Persons of the Trinity are 
spoken of in the same manner as in the Nicene 
Creed, both of which will be given in a subsequent 
chapter. 


These are all the passages, so far as I have been 
able to discover, which speak of the three Persons 
of the most Holy Trinity together; but the doctrine 
is zmplied throughout. 


On the twofold nature of Christ, and especially on 
his divinity, he is more full. Indeed it would take 
more space than I can spare to introduce all the 
passages which bear upon the subject. 


‘III. xix. 1. Ei¢ rovro yap 6 Adyog dy@pwrog, et qui Filius 
Dei est Filius hominis factus est, commixtus Verbo Dei, iva 6 
dvOpwrog (i. e. human nature) roy Adyor xwpnoac, kai riy viobe- 
giay Nafswy, viog yévnrat Qeov. 

‘TV. xx. 6. Per omnia enim hec Deus Pater ostenditur, Spi- 
ritu quidem operante, Filio vero ministrante, Patre vero compro- 
bante, homine vero consummato ad salutem. 
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Very near the beginning of his treatise, in re- 
hearsing the faith of the Church, he speaks of 
“Christ Jesus our Lord and God and Saviour and 
King’;” further on he quotes many passages of 
Scripture to show that he was spoken of absolutely 
and definitely as God and Lord °, and asks the ques- 


I, x. 1. ‘H per yap ’Excdnoia, xalxep xa’ OAng riic oixoupe- 
vnc two wepdrwy ric yiic duowappévn, rapa de rév 'Aroorddwy, 
kal rey éxelywy paOnrav rapadaBovea rny eic Eva Ocov, Harépa 
wayroxparopa, TOY wEewownKora Tov oblpayoy Kai Thy yijvy Kai Tac 
@adaooac cal wavra ra ev abroic, xlorty’ Kal eig Eva Xproroy 
"Inoovy, rov Yiov rov Oeov, rév capxwOévra ixép rij¢ hertpac ow- 
rnpiag’ xai ei¢ Ivetpa Gyr, ro dca rv mpodnray Kexnpvyde rac 
oixovoplag Kal rac édevoetc, Kal riy éx wapQévov yévynoy, Kal ro 
wa0oc, kai ry Eyepoww ex vexpwy, cal rijy Evoapxoy ele rove odpa- 
vouc avaAdnyw rov Hyaxrnpéevov Xpiorov ‘Inoov rov Kuplov huey, 
Kat rny éx roy obpaviv éy rp oly rov Harpo¢g xapouciay abrou, 
éxi ro avaxegadawwoacba ra xdyra, kal avacrijoat maoay capca 
naonc &vOpwrornroc, iva Xptorg “Inoov re Kupiy joy cat 
Org Kal cwrijpe kat Baowel, cara ryy eddoxiay rov Tarpoc rov 
doparov, ray yovy xapiy exovpavlwy cal éxcyelwy Kal xaray6o- 
viov, Kal wdoa ydwooa élopodoyhonrat abry, Kal kplow duaiay 
iv roig wot womonrat, Ta pey Kvevparua Tig Tovnplac, Kal ayyé- 
dove wapaGPeSnxdrac xal év dxooracig yeyovdrac, cal rove doeBetc 
Kai adixovg Kat dydpoug Kai Braogphpove rev avOpwrwy tlc ro 
aiwvioy xip wéply’ roic de dexalorg Kal daloig kal rag évrodac 
auvrou rernpynxdat, Kat év ry ayary abrov diapeperncdar, roic ax ap- 
Xtc, Totc d& Ex peravoiac, Lwiy yapirapevoc, 4P0apoiav dwpionrat, 
kai Cdlav aiwviay reptmocyon.—2. Totro ro khpvypa rapeAngvia, 
kal raurny tiv xioriv, wo mpoépaper, t) ExxAnola, xaizep év dAp 
Ty Kdopy Seorappérn, Expedoc pudaoce.—A translation of this 
passage will be found in the chapter on Creeds. 

‘III. vi. 1. Vere igitur cum Pater sit Dominus, et Filius vere 
sit Dominus, merito Spiritus Sanctus Domini appellatione signa- 
vit eos. Et iterum in eversione Sodomitarum Scriptura ait: * Et 
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tion, How would men be saved, if He who wrought 
out their salvation upon earth was not God °? 


He asserts that the Word was with God from ever- 
lasting ', and that Jesus was the Son of God before 
the creation *, that no man knows the mode of his 


pluit Dominus super Sodomam et Gomorrham ignem et sulfur a 
Domino de celo.” Filium enim hic significat, qui et Abrahze 
colloquatus sit, a Patre accepisse potestatem ad judicandum Sodo- 
mitas, propter iniquitatem eorum. Similiter habet illud: ‘ Se- 
des tua, Deus, in sternum; virga directionis, virga regni tui. 
Dilexisti justitiam, et odisti iniquitatem, propterea unxit te Deus, 
Deus tuus.” Utrosque enim Dei appellatione signavit Spiritus, 
et eum qui ungitur, Filium, et eum qui ungit, id est, Patrem.— 
2. Nemo igitur alius, quemadmodum predixi, Deus nominatur 
aut Dominus appellatur, nisi qui est omnium Deus et Dominus, 
qui et Moysi dixit: ‘‘ Ego sum qui sum: et sic dices filiis 
Israel: Qui est, misit me ad vos:” et hujus Filius Jesus Christus 
Dominus noster, qui filios Dei facit credentes in nomen suum. 

*1V. xxxiii. 4. Die ddvavrar owbijvat, ei py 6 Oedc Hy 6 rhy 
gurnpiay airay ext vic épyacapevoc; 7 rwc GrOpwroe ywpicet 
ic Oeov, et pr) 6 Cede ExwpnOn cic AvOpwrov ; 

1 TJ. xxv. 3. Non enim infectus es, O homo, neque semper 
xxx. 9. Sem- 





coéxsistebas Deo, sicut proprium ejus Verbum. 
per autem coéxsistens Filius Patri, olim et ab initio semper reve- 
lat Patrem, et angelis et archangelis et potestatibus et virtutibus, 
et omnibus quibus vult revelare Deus. III. xviii. 1. Ostenso 
manifeste, quod in principio Verbum exsistens apud Deum, per 
quem omnia facta sunt, qui et semper aderat generi humano, 
hunc in novissimis temporibus secundum preefinitum tempus a 
Patre, unitum suo plasmati, passibilem hominem factum; exclusa 
est omnis contradictio dicentium: ‘Si ergo tunc natus est, non 
erat ergo ante Christus.” Ostendimus enim, quia non tunc ccepit 
Filius Dei, exsistens semper apud Patrem. 
? Frag. xxxvii. Xptorog, 6 rpo alwywy KAnOeic Ocov Yioc. 
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generation *, and that God made all things by his 
indefatigable Word, who is the Artificer of all things, 
and sitteth upon the cherubim, and preserves all 
things *. He declares that the Lord who spake to 
Abraham was the Son‘, and that it was the Word 
that appeared to Moses °. 


This Divine Word, then, was united with his crea- 
ture’, (which union is expressed by the name Hm- 
manuel *,) and humbled himself to take upon him 


> II. xxviii. 6. Si quis itaque nobis dixerit: ‘‘ Quomodo ergo 
Filius prolatus a Patre est?” dicimus ei, quia prolationem istam 
give generationem sive nuncupationem sive adapertionem, aut quo- 
libet quis nomine vocaverit generationem ejus, inerrabilem ex- 
sistentem nemo novit. 

* II. ii. 4. Nullius indigens omnium Deus Verbo condidit 
omnia et fecit; neque angelis indigens adjutoribus ad ea qua 
fiunt..... + omnia autem que facta sunt infatigabili Verbo 





fecit. TIT. x1. 8. ‘O ray dravrwy rexvirne Adyos, 6 xabnpévoc 
éwi ray xepouBip Kal ovvéxwy ra wavra. 

‘IIT. vi. 1. p. 91, note °. 

‘IV. xx. 9. Et Verbum quidem loquebatur Moysi, apparens 
in conspectu. 

"II. xvi. 6. Hujus Verbum unigenitus, qui semper humano 
generi adest, unitus et consparsus suo plasmati secundum placi- 
tum Patris et caro factus, ipse est Jesus Christus Dominus noster; 
qui passus est pro nobis, et surrexit propter nos, et rursus ven- 
turus in gloria Patris ad resuscitandum universam carnem, et ad 


ostensionem salutis, et regulam justi judicii ostendere omnibus, 





qui sub ipso facti sunt. IV. xxxiii. 11. Ot roy é& rijg wap- 
Oévov “Eppavouny xnperrovrec, rv Evwoty rou Adyou rov Oecd 
apo rd wAaopa abrov édndouy. 


‘IV. xxxiii. 11. supra.—III. xxi. 4. Diligenter igitur signi- 
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the infant state of man’, and thus having become 
Son of man’, went through all the ages of man’, 
and finally hung upon the cross*. He asserts, more- 
over, that although the angels knew the Father 
solely by the revelation of the Son‘, and indeed all 


e 


ficavit Spiritus Sanctus, per ea que dicta sunt (Isai. vii. 10, &c.) 
generationem ejus que est ex Virgine, et substantiam, quoniam 
Deus: Emmanuel enim nomen hoc significat. 

° LV. xxxviii. 2. Luveynwialey Yiog rou Oeov, rédewe oy, te 
avOpwry, ov dv éaurdy, ddAG cra rd TOU dvOpwrou virov. 

‘TMI. x. 2. Christus Jesus Dominus noster, Filius Dei altis- 
simi, qui per legem et prophetas promisit salutarem suum fac- 
turum se omni carni visibilem, ut fieret Filius hominis, ad hoc ut 
et homo fieret filius Dei. 





xvi. 6. supra. 

* II. xxii. 4. Non reprobans, nec supergrediens hominem, ne- 
que solvens legem in se humani generis, sed omnem etatem sanc- 
tificans per illam, quz ad ipsum erat, similitudinem. Omnes 
enim venit per semetipsum salvare : omnes, inquam, qui per eum 
renascuntur in Deum, infantes, et parvulos, et pueros, et juvenes, 
et seniores. Ideo per omnem venit etatem, et infantibus infans 
factus, sanctificans infantes: in parvulis parvulus, sanctificans 
hanc ipsam habentes ztatem, simul et exemplum illis pietatis 
effectus et justitiz et subjectionis: in juvenibus juvenis, exem- 
plum juvenibus fiens, et sanctificans Domino. Sic et senior in 
senioribus, ut sit perfectus magister in omnibus, non solum secun- 
dum expositionem veritatis, sed et secundum etatem, sanctificans 
simul et seniores, exemplum ipsis quoque fiens. Deinde et usque 
ad mortem pervenit, ut sit “‘ primogenitus ex mortuis, ipse pri- 
matum tenens in omnibus,” princeps vite, prior omnium, et pre- 
cedens omnes. 

* III. xvi. 6. supra.—V. xviii. 1. Ipsum Verbum Dei incar- 
natum suspensum est super lignum. 

* IT. xxx. 9. Hic Pater Domini nostri Jesu Christi, per Ver- 
bum suum, qui est Filius ejus, per eum revelatur et manifestatur 
omnibus quibus revelatur. See also p. 92, note '. 

1 
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from the beginning have known God by the Son‘, 
so that the Father is the Son invisible, and the 
Son the Father visible °, yet that the Son knew not 
the day of judgment’; and that this was so ordered, 
that we may learn that the Father is above all’, 
and that the Son ministers to the Father ®: finally, 
that when Jesus was tempted and suffered, the Word 
in him restrained his energy’. But he declares 
likewise that Christ remained in the bosom of the 
Father, even when upon earth’. 


* IV. vii. 2, Omnes, qui ab initio cognitum habuerunt Deum 
et adventum Christi prophetaverunt, revelationem acceperunt ab 
ipso Filio. 

‘IV. vi. 6. Et per ipsum Verbum visibilem et palpabilem fac- 
tum Pater ostendebatur, etiamsi non omnes similiter credebant ei; 
sed omnes viderunt in Filio Patrem: invisibile etenim Filii Pater, 
visibile autem Patris Filius. 

7 II. xxviii. 6. Ipse Filius Dei ipsum judicii diem et horam 
concessit scire solum Patrem. 

*Tbid 8. Etenim si quis exquirat causam, propter quam in 
omnibus Pater communicans Filio, solus scire horam et diem a 
Domino manifestatus est; neque aptabilem magis neque decen- 
tiorem, nec sine periculo alteram quam hanc inveniat in presenti 

. . ut discamus per ipsum, super omnia esse Patrem. 

° TV. vi. 7. Omnia autem Filius administrans Patri, perfecit ab 
initio usque ad finem. 

‘IIT. xix. 3. “Qoxep yap hy avOpwzoc, iva retpaacOy, otrw cai 
Adyog, tva solacby* thovyalorroc per rou Adyou évy rp recpalecbac 
et inhonorari cat cravpoveOa cat dxoOvhoxey, ovyytvoperou dé 
re dvOpenrg év re vixgy Kal bropévery Kat ypnorevecOa Kai dyi- 
oracbat kai dvadap fd veobat. 

7 TIT. xi. 5. Hic (Dens) et benedictionem escse et gratiam 
potus in novissimis temporibus per Filium suum donat humano 
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These mysteries in the nature of Christ Irenzus 
does not attempt to explain, fully holding the eternal 
and unchangeable Divinity of the Son, even when 
made flesh, and his strict personal union with that 
flesh, and at the same time asserting his subordi- 
nation to the Father, even in his divine nature; 
feeling that when we cannot discover the reason of 
every thing, we should consider the immeasureable 
difference between us and God‘; that if we cannot 
explain earthly things, we cannot expect to ex- 
plain heavenly things, and that what we cannot 
explain we must leave to God‘; and in short that it 


generi, incomprehensibilis per comprehensibilem, et invisibilis per 
visibilem ; cum extra eum non sit, sed in sinu Patris exsistat. 

? II. xxv. 3. Si autem et aliquis non invenerit causam omnium 
quee requiruntur, cogitet quia homo est in infinitum minor Deo, et 
qui ex parte acceperit gratiam, et qui nondum zequalis vel similis 
sit Factori, et qui omnium experientiam et cogitationem habere 
non possit, ut Deus: sed in quantum minor est ab eo, qui factus 
non est et qui semper idem est, ille qui hodie factus est et ini- 
tium facturee accepit; in tantum secundum scientiam, et ad in- 
vestigandum causas omnium, minorem esse eo qui fecit. 

* TI. xxviii. 2. Et non est mirum, si in spiritalibus et ccelesti- 
bus, et in his que habent revelari, hoc patimur nos; quandoqui- 
dem etiam eorum que ante pedes sunt (dico autem que sunt in 
hac creatura, que et contrectantur a nobis et videntur et sunt no- 
biscum) multa fugerunt nostram scientiam, et Deo hac ipsa com- 
mittimus.—3. El cal éxi rey ric xrloewe Eta pev avaxerac rp 
Oey, Evia O€ Kal cig yvwot EAnrvOE rhy hperépay, ri yadewor, ei 
kal ray év raic ypagaic Cnroupévwy, OAwy Tay ypagey xyevpari- 
KwWy ovowr, Ema pey Emtdvopey Kara yapty Oeov, ema de davaxei- 


cera. Te Oey; 
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is much better to know nothing but Christ crucified, 
than by subtil inquiries to fall into impiety °. 


This Jesus, then, who has been testified of by all 
things that he was truly God and truly man ‘, being 
related to both God and man, and thus having the 
indispensable qualification for his office, became the 
Mediator between them’; he came in every dispen- 


* II. xxvi. 1. “Apecvor cal ovpdepwrepov, idusrag Kal odyopuae 
Otic urapyey, Kat dua rij¢ dyarnc wAnolow yevécBat rov Oso, jj 
wodupabeic cai éumeipove Soxovrrac elvar, BAacgipove cic rov éav- 
rév siploxeoOa deondrnv. .... Melius itaque est, sicuti praedixi, 
nihil omnino scientem quempiam, ne quidem unam causam cujus- 
libet eorum quz facta sunt, cur factum sit, credere Deo, et per- 
severare eos in dilectione, aut (j—rather quam) per hujusmodi 
scientiam inflatos excidere a dilectione, que hominem vivificat : 
nee aliud inquirere ad scientiam, nisi Jesum Christum Filium 
Dei, qui pro nobis crucifixus est, aut () per queestionum subtili- 
tates et minutiloquium in impietatem cadere. 

° IV. vi. 7. Ab omnibus accipiens testimonium quoniam vere 
homo et quoniam vere Deus, a Patre, a Spiritu, ab angelis, ab 
ipsa conditione, ab hominibus, et ab apostaticis spiritibus et de- 
moniis et ab inimico et novissime ab ipsa morte. 

TTI. xviii. 7. “Hywoer od», cabdc xpoépaper, rov &vOpwroy 
rg Oey. El yap pn avOpwroc évicnoey row ayrixadoy rov ar- 
Opwrov, obk Gy dixaiwe évuchOn 6 éxOpdc. LldAcy re, ei pn 6 Oeuc 
édwphoaro rv awrnpiay, ox av BeBaiwc Eryopev airhy. Kai ei 
ph ovynvéOn 6 dvOpwroc rp Gey, ode av tduvhOn peracyeiv ric 
agBapciac. “Edec yap rov pecirny Otov re cal dvOpwrwr, dia rijc 
idiag xpoc éxartpouc olkesérnroc, tic piAlay Kal dpovotay rovc ap- 
goripove ovvayayeiy’ cal Op pty xapacrijoa roy dvOpwror, 
avOpwrore dé yywploat rov Gedy. 
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sation, and summed up all things in himself*. He 
was born about the forty-first year of the reign of 
Augustus’; when not full thirty he was baptized, 
but he did not begin to teach till past forty'. His 
ministry extended through three passovers’, and 


* III. xvi. 6. Unus Christus Jesus Dominus noster, veniens 
per universam dispositionem, et omnia in semetipsum recapitu- 
lans. 

* III. xxi. 8. Natus est enim Dominus noster circa primum et 
quadragesimum annum Augusti imperii. 

‘TI. xxii. 6. Responderunt ei: ‘ Quinquaginta annos non- 
dum habes, et Abraham vidisti?” Hoc autem consequenter dici- 
tur ei, qui jam xl annos excessit, quinquagesimum autem annum 
nondum attigit, non tamen multum a quinquagesimo anno ab- 
sistat. Ei autem, qui sit xxx annorum, diceretur utique : “ Qua- 
draginta annorum nondum es.” Qui enim volebant eum men- 
dacem ostendere, non utique in multum extenderent annos ultra 
zetatem, quam eum habere conspiciebant: sed proxima ztatis 
dicebant, sive vere scientes ex conscriptione census, sive conjici- 
entes secundum etatem, quam videbant habere eum super qua- 
draginta ; sed ut non que esset triginta annorum. Irrationabile 
est enim omnino, viginti annos mentiri eos, volentes eum juni- 
orem ostendere temporibus Abrahz. Quod autem videbant, hoc 
et loquebantur: qui autem videbatur, non erat putativus, sed 
veritas. Non ergo multum aberat a quinquaginta annis. 

* TI. xxii. 3. Et primum quidem ut fecit vinum ex aqua in 
Cana Galileze, ascendit in diem festum pasche. .... . et post 
heec iterum secunda vice ascendit in diem festum pasche in Hie- 
rusalem, quando paralyticum, qui juxta natatoriam jacebat 
XXXViii annos, curavit. . .. . . Deinde, cum Lazarum suscitas- 
set ex mortuis, et insidiz fierent a Phariszis, secedit in Ephrem 
civitatem; et inde ‘‘ ante sex dies paschze veniens in Bethaniam” 
scribitur, et de Bethania ascendens in Hierosolymam, et mandu- 
cans pascha, et sequenti die passus. 


HIS AGENCY IN OUR SALVATION. 99 


he suffered on the day of the passover®. He is our 
High Priest*; he gave his soul for our souls, and 
his flesh for ours’; his righteous flesh has reconciled 
to God our sinful flesh °; and he brings us into union 
and communion with God’. He rose again in the 
flesh *°, and in the flesh he ascended into heaven, and 


*IV. x. 1. Et non est numerum dicere in quibus a Moyse 
ostenditur Filius Dei; cujus et diem passionis non ignoravit, sed 
figuratim preenuntiavit eum, Pascha nominans: et in eadem ipsa, 
quze ante tantum temporis a Moyse predicata est, passus est 
Dominus adimplens Pascha. 

* IV. viii. 2. Non enim solvebat sed adimplebat legem, summi 
sacerdotis operam perficiens, propitians pro hominibus Deum, 
et emundans leprosos, infirmos curans, et ipse moriens, uti 
exsiliatus homo exiret de condemnatione, et reverteretur intre- 
pide ad suam heereditatem.—The allusion is to that provision of 
the Mosaic law by which those who had been living in the cities 
of refuge, on the death of the High Priest returned to their 
inheritance. 

7 V.i. 1. Ty idig ody aipare Avrpwoapévov hyde rov Kuplov, 
kat cdvroc ry Yuyny ixep rev huerépwv uywy, Kal ry odpxa Thy 
gavrov avril ray Hperépwr capkwr, K.7.d. 

° V. xiv. 2. “In corpore,” ait, “‘ reconciliati carnis ejus:” hoc, 
quoniam justa caro, reconciliavit eam carnem que in peccato 
detinebatur, et in amicitiam adduxit Deo. 

7V.i. 1. Et effundente Spiritum Patris in adunitionem et 
communionem Dei et hominis; ad homines quidem deponente 
Deum per Spiritum, ad Deum autem rursus imponente hominem 
per suam incarnationem, et firme et vere in adventu suo donante 
nobis incorruptelam per communionem que est ad eum. 

* VY. vii. 1. Christus in carnis substantia surrexit. 
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will come again to judgment’; and he introduces 
his Church into the kingdom of heaven'. 


Respecting the Holy Ghost, Irenzus declares that 
he was with God before all created things’, and (as 
we have seen) that he was the Wisdom of God, whose 
operation was the operation of God’; that he is rightly 
called Lord *; and he affirms that the bread of eter- 
nal life, which is the Word, is also the Spirit of the 
Father’. He speaks of him as coming with power to 
give entrance unto life to all nations, and to open to 
them the new Covenant, and as offering to the Father 
on the day of Pentecost the first fruits of all nations °. 


* TI. x. 1. supra, p. 91.—IITI. xvi. 8. “Eva xai atrov cidwe 
Tnoovy Xproroy, § HruixOnoay ai rvdat rov obpavod dia rHy iv- 
gapxoyv avadnyuw abrov: o¢ Kai év rq airy capki, év 4 cal exaber, 
éXevoerat, ryy Odgavy aroxudurrwy rov Tlarpoc. 

'1V. viii. 1. 
Abraham et semen ejus, quod est Ecclesia, per Jesum Christum ; 





Deum, qui in regnum ccelorum introducit 


cui et adoptio redditur et hereditas que Abrahez promissa est. 
71V. xx. 3. Et Sapientia, qu est Spiritus, erat apud eum 
ante omnem constitutionem. 

* See p. 89, note ’. * See p. 91, note °. 

° IV. xxxviii. 1. Kai da rovro we vnmiotc 6 dprog 6 réXetog Tow 
Tlarpog yada ipiv eavrov wapéoyxer, Srep hy H Kar’ dyOpwxoy av- 
Tov mapovaia® iva we xo paobod rijc capxoc abrov rpagévrec, Kal 
dia rij¢ rocavrng yadaxroupyiac éOobevrec rpwyey kal rive Tov 
Aoyoy rov Geov, rov rig GBavaciag dproy, dxep éori ro Cvevpa 
rov Ilarpoc, év piv abroic karacyetv duynOoper. 

° III. xvii. 2. Quem et descendisse Lucas ait post ascensum 
Domini super discipulos in Pentecoste, habentem potestatem 
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He affirms that man, at his creation, had the 
image of God in the flesh, the likeness in the soul 
by the communication of the Divine Spirit’. He 
implies that, since the fall, man has lost the Spirit, 
and consequently the life of his soul; he asserts that 
he remains carnal until he recovers the Spirit of 
God *, and then he becomes again a living soul, and 
has in him the seed of eternal life’; that the Spirit 


omnium gentium ad introitum vite et adapertionem novi testa- 
menti: unde et omnibus linguis conspirantes hymnum dicebant 
Deo; Spiritu ad unitatem redigente distantes tribus, et primitias 
omnium gentium offerente Patri. 

7™V. vi. 1. Cum autem Spiritus hic commixtus anime unitur 
plasmati, propter effusionem Spiritus spiritualis ct perfectus homo 
factus est: et hic est qui secundum imaginem et similitudinem 
factus est Dei. Si autem defuerit anime spiritus, animalis vere 
est, qui est talis, et catnalis derelictus imperfectus est; imaginem 
quidem habens in plasmate, similitudinem vero non assumens per 
Spiritum. 

* V. vi. 1. supra.—viii. 2. Qui ergo pignus Spiritus habent, et 
non concupiscentiis carnis serviunt, sed subjiciunt semetipsos 
Spiritui, ac rationabiliter conversantur in omnibus, juste Aposto- 
lus spirituales vocat, quoniam Spiritus Dei habitat in ipsis. In- 
corporales autem spiritus non erunt homines spirituales ; sed sub- 
stantia nostra, id est, animz et carnis adunatio, assumens Spiri- 
tum Dei, spiritualem hominem perficit. Eos autem qui abjiciunt 
quidem Spiritus consilium, carnis autem voluntatibus serviunt, 
. . « . hos dexalwe & “AwdoroXoc capktxove KaXet. 

*V. ix. 2. Quotquot autem timent Deum, et credunt in ad- 
ventum Filii ejus, et per fidem constituunt in cordibus suis Spi- 
ritum Dei, hi tales juste homines dicentur et mundi et spirituales 
et viventes Deo; quia habent Spiritum Patris, qui emundat homi- 
nem et sublevat in vitam Dei... . . et ex utrisque factus est 
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we receive here is a pledge of a fuller portion'; and 
that at the resurrection the souls and bodies of the 
just will be quickened by the Spirit in union with 
them, and their bodies become spiritual bodies *, and 
capable of immortality. 


This is the substance of the doctrine of Irenzus 
on the Trinity, and it will be seen that it is identical 
with that of the Church of England, and that his 
way of carrying it out throws light on important 
passages of Holy Writ; and if*there had been no- 
thing of interest to us in this Treatise beyond these 
clear and direct testimonies to the belief of the 
Church of that age on the fundamental doctrine of 
the Gospel, we might well be glad that it was writ- 
ten and handed down to our times. 


vivens homo; vivens quidem propter participationem Spiritus, 
homo autem propter substantiam carnis. 

1 'V. viii. 1. Nunc autem partem aliquam a spiritu ejus sumi- 
mus, ad perfectionem et preparationem incorruptele ; paulatim 
assuescens capere et portare Deum: quod et pignus dixit Apo- 
stolus, hoc est pars ejus honoris qui a Deo nobis promissus est. 

- e¢ .«.. Si igitur nunc pignus habentes, clamamus, ‘‘ Abba, 
Pater ;” quid fiet quando resurgentes facie ad faciem videbimus 
eum? ... . . Si enim pignus complectens hominem in semet- 
ipsum, jam facit dicere, ‘‘ Abba, Pater ;” quid faciet universa 
Spiritus gratia, quz hominibus dabitur a Deo ? 

7 Y. vii. 2. Per Spiritum surgentia, fiunt corpora spiritualia, 
uti per Spiritum semper permanentem habeant vitam. 








CHAPTER V. 


THE ORIGIN OF EVIL. 


Tuis being the subject out of which the Gnostic 
theories appear to have arisen (they being so many 
attempts to account for it, without in any wise bring- 
ing it into connexion with the Supreme Being), it 
might, perhaps, have been expected that Irenzus 
should have endeavoured to throw some light upon 
it. He has, however, taken a much wiser course. 
He has altogether declined making it clear, and 
thereby escaped the danger of inventing another 
heresy. 


He grants, indeed, that there is sufficient ground 
for inquiring why God has allowed evil and imper- 
fection to exist; but he declares that all things were 
intended by the Almighty to be created in the very 
state and with the very qualities with which they 
were created’. He will not allow that subsequent 


‘II. iv. 1. Causa igitur queerenda est hujusmodi dispositionis 
Dei, sed non fabricatio mundi alteri adscribenda: et ante pre- 
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dispensations were really intended to remedy the 
imperfections of prior ones, because that would be 
to accuse God himself of not understanding at first 
the effects of his works’. 


He asserts, moreover, that supposing angels and 
men to have a proper voluntary agency, to be endued 
with reason and the power of examining and de- 
ciding upon examination, they must, in the very 
nature of things, be capable of transgressing ; and 
that, indeed, otherwise excellence would not have 
been either pleasant or an object of desire, because 
they would not have known its value, neither would 
it have been capable of reward, or of being enjoyed 
when attained; nor would intercourse with God 
have been valued, because it would have come with- 
out any impulse, choice, care, or endeavour of their 
own’. This is the only approach to a solution of 


parata omnia dicenda sunt a Deo, ut fierent, quemadmodum et 
facta sunt.——2. Qui enim postea emendat labem, et velut ma- 
culam emundat labem, multo prius poterat observare, ne initio in 
Et si ideo quod benignus sit, in 
novissimis temporibus misertus est hominum, et perfectum eis 


suis fieri talem maculam. 





dat ; illorum primo misereri debuit, qui fuerunt hominum factores 
(he alludes to the Gnostic notion that man was made by inferior 
beings) et dare eis perfectum. Sic utique et homines misera- 
tionem percepissent, de perfectis perfecti facti. 

? Thid. 2. 

7 IV. xxxvii. 6. Sed oportebat, inquit, eum neque Angelos 
tales fecisse, ut possent transgredi, neque homines qui statim 
ingrati exsisterent in eum ; quoniam rationabiles, et examinatores, 





THE ORIGIN OF EVIL. 105 


the difficulty which all the study of philosophers and 
divines has ever discovered. 


dl 


But when we come to inquire why some of God’s 
creatures transgressed, and some continued in obe- 
dience, this, he. says, is a mystery which God has 
reserved to himself, and which it is presumption for us 
to inquire into; and that we ought to consider what 
it has pleased him to reveal as a favour, and leave to 
him that which he has not thought proper to make 
known *. 


et judiciales facti sunt, et non (quemadmodum irrationabilia, sive 
Inanimalia, que sua voluntate nihil possunt facere, sed cum ne- 
cessitate et vi ad bonum trahuntur, in quibus unus sensus, et 
unus mos,) inflexibiles, et sine judicio, qui nihil aliud esse pos- 
sunt, preeterquam quod facti sunt. Sic autem nec suave esset 
eis quod est bonum, neque pretiosa communicatio Dei, neque 
magnopere appetendum bonum, quod sine suo proprio motu et 
cura et studio provenisset, sed ultro et otiose insitum: ita ut 
essent nullius momenti boni, eo quod natura magis quam volun- 
tate tales exsisterent, et ultroneum haberent bonum, sed non 
secundum electionem ; et propter hoc nec hoc ipsum intelligentes, 
quoniam pulchrum sit quod bonum, neque fruentes eo. Que 
enim fruitio boni apud eos qui ignorant? Quz autem gloria 
his qui non studuerunt illud? Quz autem corona his qui non 
eam, ut victores in certamine, consequuti sunt ? 

* II. xxviii. 7. Similiter autem et causam propter quam, cum 
omnia a Deo facta sint, quedam quidem transgressa sunt, et abs- 
cesserunt a Dei subjectione, quedam autem, immo plurima, per- 
severaverunt et perseverant in subjectione ejus qui fecit ; et cujus 
naturee sunt que transgressa sunt, cujus autem nature que per- 
severant ; cedere oportet Deo et Verbo ejus.—Ipsam autem cau- 
sam nature transgredientium neque Scriptura aliqua retulit, nec 


106 THE ORIGIN OF EVIL. 


He notwithstanding suggests this practical good 
arising out of the existence of evil, that the love of 
God will be more earnestly cherished for ever by 
those who have known by experience the evil of sin, 
and have obtained their deliverance from it not 
without their own exertion; and therefore that this 
may be regarded as a reason why God permitted 
evil °. 


The sobriety of these views is so obvious, that it 
appears unnecessary to dwell further upon them. 


apostolus dixit, nec Dominus docuit. Dimittere itaque oportet 
agnitionem hanc Deo, quemadmodum et Dominus hore et diei: 
nec in tantum periclitari, uti Deo quidem concedamus nihil, et 
hzc ex parte accipientes gratiam. 

‘IV. xxxvii. 7. Bonus igitur agonista ad incorruptele ago- 
nem adhortatur nos; uti coronemur, et pretiosam arbitremur 
coronam ; videlicet que per agonem nobis acquiritur, sed non 
ultro coalitam. Et quanto per agonem nobis advenit, tanto est 
pretiosior : quanto autem pretiosior, tanto eam semper diligamus. 
Sed oby épolwe ayaxadrat ra éx rov abroparov xpocytvépeva roic 
pera es eee oxovoijc evptoxopévote. Quoniam igitur pro nobis 
erat plus diligere Deum, cum labore hoc nobis adinvenire Domi- 
nus docuit et apostolus tradidit. Pro nobis igitur omnia hee 
sustinuit Dominus (i. e. he endured the existence of evil) uti per 
omnia eruditi, in omnibus in futurum simus cauti et perseveremus 
in omni ejus dilectione, rationabiliter edocti diligere Deum. 








CHAPTER VI. 


THE EVIL SPIRITS. 


ALTHOUGH Ireneeus does not think proper to discuss 
the subject of the origin of evil, properly so called, 
he speaks agreeably to the Scriptures as to its intro- 
duction into this lower world, and in some degree 
fills up their outline. Thus he describes Satan as 
having been originally one of the angels who had 
power over the air’. He attributes the beginning 
of his overt acts of rebellion to his envy towards 
man’, because he had been made in the image of 


"'V. xxiv. 4. Sic etiam diabolus, cum sit unus ex angelis his, 
qui super spiritum aéris preepositi sunt, quemadmodum Paulus 
apostolus in ea que est ad Ephesios manifestavit, invidens 
homini, apostata a divina factus est lege; invidia enim aliena est 
a Deo. Et quoniam per hominem traducta est apostasia ejus, et 
examinatio sententize ejus homo factus est, ad hoc magis magis- 
que semetipsum contrarium constituit homini, invidens vite ejus, 
et in sua potestate apostatica volens concludere eum. 

7 IV. xl. 3. ’Ex rére yap droorarne 6 dyyedoc abrov cal éxOpdc, 
dg’ dre efhdwoe TO rAaopa rov Ocod, cai éyOporotijoa: abro mpoc 
tov Ozow éxexelpnoe.—V. xxiv. 4. supra. 

Tertullian, Cyprian, and Cyril of Jerusalem, were of the 
same opinion. I subjoin the passages.—Tertullian de Pati- 
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God, i. e. immortal *; whom through envy he stirred 
up to rebellion likewise*, and that by falsehood 5, 


entta, 5. Natales impatientize in ipso diabolo deprehendo, jam 
tunc cum Dominum Deum universa opera que fecisset, imagini 
sue, id est, homini subjecisse impatienter tulit. Nec enim dolu- 
isset, si sustinuisset; nec invidisset homini, si non doluisset. 
Adeo decepit eum, quia inviderat. Cyprian, de Zelo et Livore, 
p- 223, ed. Potter. Hinc diabolus inter initia statim mundi et 
perit primus et perdidit. Ille dudum angelica majestate sub- 
nixus, ille Deo acceptus et carus, postquam hominem ad imagi- 
nem Dei factum conspexit, in zelum malevolo livore prorupit . . 
. . . stimulante livore homini gratiam datz immortalitatis eripit. 
Cyril. Hierosol. Catech. xii. 5. ’ANAG rovro ro péytoroy rwv 
Snpoupynparwy, év xapadeiog xopevov, POdvog éléBare ctafo- 
AuKdc. 

7 III. xxiii. 1. Si enim qui factus fuerat a Deo homo, ut 
viveret, hic amittens vitam, lwsus serpente qui depravaverat 
eum, jam non reverteretur ad vitam, sed in totum projectus 
esset morti; victus esset Deus, et superasset serpentis ne- 
quitia voluntatem Dei. Sed quoniam Deus invictus et mag- 
nanimis est, magnanimem quidem se exhibuit ad correptionem 
hominis, et probationem omnium, quemadmodum prediximus ; 
per secundum autem hominem alligavit fortem, et deripuit ejus 
vasa, et evacuavit mortem, vivificans eum hominem, qui fuerat 
mortificatus. Primum enim possessionis ejus vas Adam factus 
est, quem et tenebat sub sua potestate, hoc est, preevaricationem 
inique inferens ei, et per occasionem immortalitatis, mortifica- 
tionem faciens in eum. 8. Et serpens nihil profecit, dissua- 
dens homini, nisi illud quod eum (i. e. se) transgressorem ostendit, 
initium et materiam apostasiz suze habens hominem; Deum enim 











non vicit. 
‘ V. xxiv. 4. supra. 
> 'V. xxiii. 1. Assuetus enim erat jam ad seductionem homi- 


num mentiri adversus Deum. . .... . Tle mentiens adversus 


Dominum tentavit hominem. 
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putting on the form of. the serpent, that he might 
escape the eye of God‘: wherefore, although God 
had pity upon man, as having fallen through weak- 
ness’, and because otherwise Satan would have frus- 
trated the Divine purpose °, he totally cut off from 
himself the apostate angels °, and doomed them and 
their Prince to the eternal fire’, which he had from 
the beginning prepared for obstinate transgressors ’*, 


° IV. Pref. 4. Et tunc quidem apostata angelus per serpen- 
tem inobedientiam hominum operatus, existimavit latere se 
V. xxvi. 2. infra. 





Dominum. 

TIV. xl. 3. Ato cai 6 Oedc ror péy wap’ abrov emoneipayra ro 
CcZavnoy, rovréort, rhy mapaBaay eiceveyKdvra, apwpce Tijc idiac 
perovotac’ Tov de aped@c pey GAG Kaxwg wapadetapevoy riy 
xapakon)y dvOpwroy EdXénoe. Kal dvréorpepe riv ExApay, fy éxOpo- 
noinot, xpoc Tov abroy inimicitiarum auctorem. 

° IIT. xxiii. 1. supra. 

° IV. xl. 3. 

"III. xxiii. 3. Non homini principaliter preeparatus est seter- 
nus ignis, sed ei qui seduxit et offendere fecit hominem, et, in- 
quam, qui princeps apostasiz est, et his angelis qui apostate 
factee sunt cum eo: quem quidem juste percipient etiam hi, qui, 
similiter ut illi, sine poenitentia et sine regressu in malitiz per- 
severant operibus. 

* II. xxviii. 7. Quoniam presciit Deus hoc futurum..... 
ignem zternum his qui transgressuri sunt preeparavit ab initio.— 
V. xxvi. 2. Omnes qui falso dicuntur esse Gnostici organa 
Satane ab omnibus Deum colentibus cognoscantur esse, per quos 
Satanas nunc, et non ante, visus est maledicere Deo, qui ignem 
zeternum preeparavit omni apostasiz. Nam ipse per semetipsum 
nude non audet blasphemare suum Dominum ; quemadmodum 
et initio per serpentem seduxit hominem, quasi latens Deum. 
Kado&ic 6 ‘lovorivocg en, drt xpd per rij¢ rov Kuptiov wapovoiac 


obdémore érdApnoev 6 Laravaic BrAacdnpijon roy Ody, are pnderw 
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although he did not make known to them at that 
time that their lot was irremediable *. 


The next act of the apostate spirits was to mingle 
themselves with human nature by carnal copulation 
with women, and thus to cause the total corruption 
of the old world and its inhabitants (notwithstand- 
ing the preaching of Enoch to these fallen spirits), 
and consequently their destruction ‘. 


eidwe avrov THY Karaxpeo.y’ quoniam et in parabolis, et allegoriis, 
a Prophetis de eo sic dictum est. Post autem adventum Domini 
ex sermonibus Christi et Apostolorum ejus discens manifeste, 
quoniam ignis zternus ei preparatus est ex sua voluntate absce- 
denti a Deo, et omnibus qui sine pcenitentia perseverant in apo- 
stasia; per hujusmodi homines blasphemat eum Deum, qui judi- 
cium importat, quasi jam condemnatus, et peccatum suse apo- 
stasize Conditori suo imputat, et non suee voluntati et sententiz : 
quemadmodum et qui supergrediuntur leges, et poenas dant, que- 
runtur de legislatoribus, sed non de semetipsis. Sic autem et hi 
diabolico spiritu pleni, innumeras accusationes inferunt Factori 
nostro, qui et Spiritum vite nobis donaverit, et legem omnibus 
aptam posuerit; et nolunt justum esse judicium Dei. 

* 'V. xxvi. 2. 

“IV. xxxvi. 4. Et temporibus Noé diluvium inducens, uti 
extingueret pessimum genus eorum, qui tunc erant homines, qui 
jam fructificare Deo non poterant, cum angeli transgreasores com- 
mixti fuissent eis. xvi. 2. Sed et Enoch sine circumcisione 
placens Deo, cum esset homo, legatione ad angelos fungebatur, et 
conservatur usque nunc testis justi judicii Dei: quoniam angeli 





quidem transgressi deciderunt in terram in judicium, homo autem 
placens translatus est in salutem. 

The nature of the intercourse or commixture is not indeed 
stated by Irenzus; but, as Feuardent and Grabe have pointed 
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Trenzeus makes none but very general allusions to 
the agency of the fallen spirits from the fall of man 
till the coming of Christ. He declares that, up to 
that time‘, they had not ventured upon blaspheming 
God; but that then, becoming aware that everlasting 
fire was the appointed recompense of those who con- 


out in commenting on these passages, he is evidently alluding to 
the tradition spoken of more fully by Josephus, Justin Martyr, 
Athenagoras, and Clement of Alexandria, whose words I subjoin. 

Joseph. Antig. I. ii. 1. Modo yap ayyedoe Ocov, yuvarki cvp- 
peydryrec, UBprorac éyévynoay waldac, Kal ravrog bxeporrac Kado, 
dta thy éxiry duvdpe werolOnow* Spo yap roic txd yeyavrwy 
reroApijobat Acyouévore Ug’ ‘EAAhywv Kal ovrot dpaoat wapadi- 
covrat. 

Justin M. Apol. II. 5. ‘0 Oecg . . . . ry pev rwv &vOpurwy 
kai rev bro Tov otipavdy xpdvoray dyyéAotc, ov¢ émt rovroe Erale, 
waptowxey, Oi dé dyyedor, rapaBavrec rhvde ry rakiy, yuvakwy 
pikeoty frrhOnoay, cal waidacg éréxvwcay, of elow ot AEydpevar 
daiporec. 

Athenag. Legat. 22. Oi dé (the fallen angels) évuBpicay xai rq 
rig ovoiac broordoe xal rg dpyy, ovrdg re (Satan) 6 rife dAne Kai 
twy ev abry cidwv dpywy Kai Erepot rwv wept ro mpwroy ToUTO oTE- 
péwpa® exeivoe peév elg EemcOupiay xeodvrec mapBévwy, Kai frrove 
oapkdc evpeBérrec, ovrog dé apeAfoac Kal xovnpdc wepi ry roy 
wemtoreupévwy yevdpevoc duoiknow, ’Ex pev ovv roy xepl rag rap- 
Bévoug Exdvrwy vt Kadovpevor EyervnOnoay ylyarrec. 

Clem. Alex. Paedag. III. 2. § 14. Ot dyyedot rov Oeov rd Kad- 
hog xaraXeAourdrec dua eaddAog papatydpevoy. Strom. IIT. 7. 
§ 59. “Ayyedol riveg dxpareic yevdpevor exBupig adddvrec obpavd- 
Oey devpo karawexrwxacty. 

The opinion contained in these quotations has been discoun- 
tenanced since the time of Cyril of Alexandria; but is it there- 
fore necessarily unfounded ? 

*'V. xxvi. 2. supra. 
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tinued in rebellion without repentance, they felt 
themselves already condemned, and waxing despe- 
rate, charged all the sin of their rebellion on their 
Maker, by inspiring the Gnostics with their impious 
tenets®. It seems to be implied that sentence is 
not yet pronounced upon the fallen angels’. 


° IV. Pref. 4. Nunc autem, quoniam novissima sunt tempora, 
extenditur malum in homines, non solum apostatas eos faciens, 
sed et blasphemos in Plasmatorem instituit multis machinationi- 
bus, id est, per omnes hereticos. 

7 See V. xxvi. 2. p. 109, note ’. 


CHAPTER VIL. 
THE DIVINE DISPENSATIONS. 


AFTER the introduction of evil into creation, and the 
agency by which it is propagated in the world, we 
have next to notice the Divine plans for its counter- 
action and removal; and as Ireneus was opposing 
the Gnostic notion that the whole government of 
the world, prior to the Gospel, was in the hands of 
beings adverse to the Supreme Being, he was natu- 
rally led to show that, on the contrary, the whole 
history of mankind has been a series of dispensations 


emanating from one and the same Supreme and only 
God. 


We have already ' seen him stating that the whole 
of these dispensations were planned from the begin- 
ning; and he states them to have been carried into 
execution by God the Son exhibiting himself to 
mankind under four different aspects, figured by the 


* See p. 103. 
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four faces of the cherubim; first to the Patriarchs, 
in a kingly and divine character ; secondly, under 
the law, in a priestly and sacrificial aspect ; thirdly, 
at his nativity, as a man; fourthly, after his ascen- 
sion, by his Spirit *. 


Again, he represents God as having made four 
covenants with mankind; one with Noah, of which 
the rainbow was the sanction; a second with Abra- 
ham, by circumcision; a third of the law, by Moses ; 
a fourth of the Gospel, by Christ*. At least this is 


7 III. xi. 8. Kai yap ra XepovBin rerpaxpdowrxa’ xal ra wpdo- 
wra aurwy eixdvec rijc epaypareiac rov Yiov rov Oeov. To per 
yap xparoy Ceov, gnoi, Suoroy Aéovri, TO EuxpaKroy avrov Kai 
iyyepovacoy Kal Baowudv yapaxrnplfov’ ro dé sevrepoy Spocoy 
pooxy, THY iepovpyun)y Kal ieparuchy raky éupaivor’ rd d€ rpirov 
Exov mpdowroy a&vOpwrou, ryy xara avOpwroy abrov xapovciay 
gavepwrara dtaypdgoy’ ro dé réraproy dpowoy derg weTwpEry, THY 
rov Ivevparoc éxt ry exxAnolay épexrapévov ddaw oagnriloy.— 
Kal arog dé 6 Adyoc rov Oeov roig pev xpd Mwiicéwe warpiapyacc, 
kara 70 Oeixdy Kal Evcotoy wplre’ roig de Ey TE vopy, leparicny et 
ministerialem radiv avévepey* pera ce ravra avOpwrog. yevopevoc, 
Thy dwpeay rov dayiov Ivetparog cic macay eléxeuwe riv yijv, oxexa- 
Cwv nude raic Eavrov wrépvicy. ‘Oxoia ovy h xpayparela rov Yiov 
rov Qeov, rotavrn cai rey Cowy fy popgn’ Kal dxola y rwv Cowy 
Hopg, ToLovTos Kai 0 xapaxr)p rov evayyediov. Terpapopga yap 
ra (wa, Terpapopdor cai ro evayyéAoy, cal } xpayparela rov Ku- 
plov. xai dia rovro réocapes ECoOnaay KaOorKai crafcac ry avApw- 
wornte’ pla péy rov Karax\vopov rov Nwe, éwi rov rotov’ devrépa 
dé rov 'ABpaap, ext rov onpelov rig meptropig’ rplrn ce h vopo- 
Oecia éxt rov Mwiciwc’ rerdprn Ce ) ruv evayyedlov, cra rov 
Kuplov perv "Inco Xprorov. 

> Ibid. 
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the enumeration made in the Questions and Answers 
of Anastasius, and in the 7Theoria Rerum Ecclesiasti- 
carum of Germanus, where the Greek of Ireneus is 
transcribed, and from which it was first published 
by Grabe. But the old Latin version makes a dif- 
ferent enumeration, reckoning the first covenant be- 
fore the deluge with Adam, and the second after 
that event with Noah *. 


He thinks that the knowledge of God was kept 
up amongst the patriarchs by tradition from Adam, 
and amongst the Jews by the prophets; whilst in 
heathen nations the tradition has been lost, and men 
are left to find it out by reason *: that human govern- 
ments were providentially ordained to restrain the 
ferocity and rapacity of mankind after they had given 
up the fear of God °; that the law of Moses was given 


‘ Et propter hoc quatuor data sunt testamenta humano generi ; 
unum quidem ante cataclyzmum sub Adam; secundum vero, 
post cataclysmum sub Noé; tertium vero, legislatio sub Moyse ; 
quartum vero, quod renovat hominem, et recapitulat in se omnia, 
quod est per Evangelium, elevans et pennigerans homines in 
ceeleste regnum. 

* I. ix. 1. See p. 78, note '. 

* V. xxiv. 2. Quoniam enim absistens a Deo homo in tantum 
efferavit, ut etiam consanguineum hostem sibi putaret, et in omni 
inquietudine et homicidio et avaritia sine timore versaretur, im- 
posuit illi Deus humanum timorem, (non enim cognoscebant 
timorem Dei,) ut potestati hominum subjecti, et lege eorum ad- 
stricti, ad aliquid assequantur justitiz, et moderentur ad invicem, 
in manifesto propositum gladium timentes. 


12 
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by way of discipline, to recover the Israelites back to 
that sense of justice, and responsibility, and feeling 
of love to God and man which they had lost’; that 


"IV. xiv. 2. Sic et Deus ab initio hominem quidem plasmavit 
propter suam munificentiam ; Patriarchas vero elegit propter il- 
lorum salutem ; populum vero przeformabat, docens indocibilem, 
sequi Deum; Prophetas vero prestruebat in terra, assuescens 
hominem portare ejus Spiritum, et communionem habere cum 
Deo: ipse quidem nullius indigens; his vero qui indigent ejus, 
suam prabens communionem ; et his qui ei complacebant, fabri- 
cationem salutis, ut architectus, delineans, et non videntibus in 
/Egypto a semetipso dans ducationem; et his qui inquieti erant 
In eremo dans aptissimam legem, et his qui in bonam ter- 
ram introierunt, dignam prebens hereditatem; et his qui con- 
vertuntur ad Patrem, saginatum occideng vitulum, et primam 
stolam donans: multis modis componens humanum genus ad con- 
sonantiam salutis. Et propter hoc Joannes in Apocalypsi ait: 
“Et vox ejus quasi vox aquarum multarum.” Vere enim aque 
multz Spiritus, quoniam dives, et quoniam magnus est Pater. 
Et per omnes illos transiens Verbum, sine invidia utilitatem pre- 
stabat eis qui subjecti sibi erant, omni conditioni congruentem et 
aptam legem conscribens.——xvi. 3. Cum autem hac justitia 
et dilectio, quz erat erga Deum, cessit in oblivionem, et extincta 
esset in AXgypto, necessario Deus propter multam suam erga 
homines benevolentiam semetipsum ostendebat per vocem, et 
eduxit de AXgypto populum in virtute, uti rursus fieret homo 
discipulus et sectator Dei: et affligebat indictoaudientes, [dicto 
non audientes, contumaces ] ut non contemnerent eum qui se fecit ; 
et manna cibavit eum, uti rationalem acciperent escam, quemad- 
modum et Moyses in Deuteronomio ait: ‘‘ Et cibavit te manna, 
quod non sciebant patres tui, uti cognoscas, quoniam non in pane 
solo vivit homo, sed in omni verbo Dei, quod procedit de ore ejus, 


vivit homo.” 


Et erga Deum dilectionem precipiebat, et eam que 
ad proximum cst justitiam insinuabat, ut nec injustus, nec indig- 


nus sit Deo; prastruens hominem per Decalogam in suam ami- 
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the prophets were inspired in order to accustom man 
by degrees to bear God’s Spirit and to have commu- 
nion with him*: and thus in various ways God pre- 
pared mankind for salvation, providing for them laws 
suited to their various states of preparation. 


In opposing the notions of the Gnostics, Irenzus 
had to defend the position that the Old Testament 
is not contrary to the New; that they both emanated 
from the same God acting differently under different 
circumstances. The abolition of the law, he contended, 
was no proof of a change of mind, but only of a change 
of circumstances; the law being in its nature symbo- 
lical and preparatory, when the Gospel, the reality and 
the end, was revealed, the office of the law ceased °. 


citiam, et eam que circa proximum est concordiam ; (quz quidem 
ipsi proderant homini;) nihil tamen indigente Deo ab homine. 

* IV. xiv. 2. 

° This is the argument of the first twenty chapters of the fourth 
book, and the quotations are too copious and diffuse to be given 
at length. A few, therefore, must suffice. 

1V. it. 7. Non enim Lex prohibebat eos credere in Filium Dei, 
sed et adhortabatur, dicens non aliter salvari homines ab antiqua 
serpentis plaga, nisi credant in eum qui secundum similitudinem 
carnis peccati in ligno martyrii exaltatur a terra, et omnia trahit 
ad se, et vivificat mortuos.—He alludes to the brazen serpent 
exhibited on a pole in the wilderness. 

v. 4. In Abraham enim preedidicerat et assuetus fuerat homo 
sequi Verbum Dei, Etenim Abraham secundum fidem suam 
secutus preeceptum Verbi Dei, rpo8tpwe roy idwy povoyer# cai 
dyamnroy xapaxwpioac Ovciay ry Oey, iva cal 6 Oeog evdoxion 


‘ - , ~ U ‘ o~ 
vrép rou onépparog abrov mayrwe Toy icwoy povoyery Kat dyarn- 
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He distinguishes, however, between what he calls 
the natural portions of the law and the rest. As 
they were kept by good men before the law’, so he 
conceives them to be binding on us ever since’*. It 


rov Yidv Ovoiay xapacyeiv cic AUrpwoty hyerépay.—5. Propheta 
ergo cum esset Abraham, et videret in Spiritu diem adventus 
Domini, et passionis dispositionem, per quem ipse quoque, et 
omnes qui, similiter ut ipse credidit, credunt Deo, salvari inei- 
perent, exsultavit vehementer. 

ix. 1. Pater familias enim Dominus est, qui universe domui 
paterne dominatur: et servis quidem et adhuc indisciplinatis 
condignam tradens legem, liberis autem et fide justificatis con- 
gruentia dans precepta, et filiis adaperiens suam heereditatem.— 
3. Novo enim testamento cognito et predicato per prophetas, et 
ille qui illud dispositurus erat secundum placitum Patris preedi- 
cabatur; manifestatus hominibus, quemadmodum voluit Deus, 
ut possint semper proficere credentes in eum, et per testamenta 
maturescere perfectum salutis. Una enim salus, et unus Deus; 
quze autem formant hominem precepta multa, et non pauci gra- 
dus qui ducunt hominem ad Deum. 

xiii. 1. Et quia Dominus naturalia legis, per quee homo justi- 
ficatur, que etiam ante legislationem custodiebant, qui fide jus- 
tificabantur et placebant Deo, non dissolvit, sed extendit et im- 
plevit ; ex sermonibus ejus ostenditur. .. . Heec autem non quasi 
contraria Legi docebat ; sed adimplens Legem, et infigens justi- 
ficationes Legis in nobis. Illud autem fuisset Legi contrarium, 
si quodcumque Lex vetasset fieri, idipsum discipulis suis jussis- 
set facere. Et hoc autem quod precepit, non solum vetitis a 
Lege, sed etiam a concupiscentiis eorum abstinere, non contra- 
rium est, quemadmodum diximus; neque solventis Legem, sed 
adimplentis et extendentis et dilatantis. 

"LV. xiii. 1. 

7 IV. xiii. 4. Quia igitur naturalia omnia preecepta communia 
sunt nobis et illis, in illis quidem initium et ortum habuerunt, 
in nobis autem augmentum et adimpletionem perceperunt. 
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is not at first sight clear what he means by that 
term, but he expressly informs us that he comprises 
in it the whole decalogue*. And yet there is every 
appearance that he would exclude the fourth com- 
mandment, which he expressly asserts not to have 
been observed before the giving of the law‘. 

But although the precepts of the moral law are 
equally dinding at all times, he thought that they 
were not formally given to the just men of old, be- 
cause they observed them voluntarily, being a law 
unto themselves®. But when God’s people forgot 


* TV. xv. 1. Nam Deus primo quidem per naturalia precepta, 
que ab initio infixa dedit hominibus, admonens eos, id est, per 
Decalogum (que si quis non fecerit, non habet salutem), nihil 
plus ab eis exquisivit. 

* IV. xvi. 2. Et quia non per heec justificabatur homo, sed in 
signo data sunt populo, ostendit, quod ipse Abraham sine circum- 
cisione, et sine observatione sabbatorum, “ credidit Deo, et repu- 
tatum est illi ad justitiam, et amicus Dei vocatus est.” Sed et 
Lot sine circumcisione eductus est de Sodomis, percipiens salutem 
a Deo. Item Deo placens Noé cum esset incircumcisus, accepit 
mensuras mundi secundz generationis. Sed et Enoch sine cir- 
cumcisione placens Deo, cum esset homo, legatione ad Angelos 
fungebatur, et translatus est, et conservatur usque nunc testis 
justi judicii Dei: quoniam Angeli quidem transgressi deciderunt 
in terram in judicium ; homo autem placens, translatus est in 
salutem. Sed et reliqua autem omnis multitudo eorum, qui ante 
Abraham fuerunt justi, et eorum Patriarcharum, qui ante Moysem 
fuerunt, et sine his quz preedicta sunt, et sine lege Moysi justifi- 
cabantur. 

* IV. xiii. 1. supra.—xvi. 3. Quare igitur patribus non disposuit 
Dominus testamentum? Quia lex non est posita justis; justi 
autem patres, virtutem decalogi conscriptam habentes in cordibus 
et animabus suis, diligentes scilicet Deum qui fecit eos, et absti- 
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them in the land of Egypt, then it became necessary 
distinctly to enact them, to prepare man for the 
fuller duties of love to God and goodwill to man °. 
And when they did not obey the moral law, he 
added to it the ceremonial ’, that, by types, their ser- 
vile and childish natures might be trained up to the 
apprehension of realities; by temporal things, of eter- 
nal; by carnal, of spiritual; by earthly, of heavenly’. 
Some of their ordinances had a twofold use; as cir- 
cumcision was intended, equally with their rites and 
ceremonies, to keep them distinct from the heathen, 
and also to signify the circumcision of the soul ’. 


nentes erga proximum ab injustitia: propter quod non fuit ne- 
cesse admoneri eos correptoriis literis, quia habebant in semet- 
ipsis justitiam legis. 

° IV. xvi. 3. 

7IV. xv. 1. At ubi conversi sunt in vituli factionem, et reversi 
sunt animis suis in Agyptum, servi pro liberis concupiscentes 
esse, aptam concupiscentize suse acceperunt reliquam servitutem, 
a Deo quidem non abscindentem, in servitutis autem jugo domi- 
nantem eis. 

* IV. xiv. 3. Sic autem et populo Tabernaculi factionem, et 
zedificationem Templi, et Levitarum electionem, sacrificia quoque 
et oblationes, et monitiones, et reliquam omnem Lege statuebat 
deservitionem. Ipse quidem nullius horum est indigens; est 
enim semper plenus omnibus bonis, omnemque odorem suavitatis, 
et omnes suaveolentium vaporationes habens in se, etiam ante- 
quam Moyses esset: facile autem ad idola revertentem populum 
erudiebat, per multas vocationes preestruens eos perseverare, et 
servire Deo: per ea que erant secunda, ad prima vocans, hoc est, 
per typica, ad vera; et per temporalia, ad cterna; et per car- — 
nalia, ad spiritalia; et per terrena, ad ceelestia. 

° IV. xvi. 1. Quoniam autem et circumcisionem non quasi 
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To show that the moral law was preparatory to 
the Gospel, he alleges the fact that Jesus taught its 
precepts as the way of life to the young lawyer who 
came to inquire of him; not supposing that these 
were sufficient in themselves, but that they were 
steps to the knowledge of Christ’. 


He, however, thought that our Lord wished that 
the whole ceremonial law should be observed as long 
as Jerusalem stood ’. 


But although he appears to think that the law, 
as a whole and in the letter, is no longer binding to 
Christians, he does not think that this leaves us at 
liberty to do as we like. If we are not tied down 


consummatricem justitize, sed in signo eam dedit Deus, ut cogno- 
scibile perseveret genus Abrahe, ex ipsa Scriptura discimus.. .. 
In signo ergo data sunt hec: non autem sine symbolo erant 
signa, id est, sine argumento, neque otiosa, tanquam que a sapi- 
ente Artifice darentur ; sed secundum carnem circumcisio circum- 
cisionem significabat spiritalem. 

‘IV. xii. 5. Quoniam autem Lex przdocuit hominem sequi 
oportere Christum, ipse facit manifestum, ei qui interrogavit eum, 
quid faciens vitam seternam heereditaret, sic respondens: “Si vis 
in vitam introire, custodi preecepta.” Illo autem interrogante, 
‘Que ?” rursus Dominus: ‘‘ Non meechaberis, non occides, non 
furaberis, non falsum testimonium reddes, honora patrem et ma- 
trem, et diliges proximum tanquam teipsum ;” velut gradus pro- 
ponens preecepta Legis introitus in vitam, volentibus sequi eum : 
quze uni tum dicens, omnibus dicebat. 

7 1V. xii. 4. Non ergo eam Legem, que est per Moysem data, 
incusabat, quam adhuc salvis Hierosolymis suadebat fieri. 
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to the letter, like slaves, that is because it was in- 
tended that the law of liberty should be of wider 
range, and our obedience extend itself beyond the 
letter, and that our subjection to our Heavenly King 
should be more hearty and thoroughgoing than ever; 
and therefore, if we wish to remain in the way of 
salvation through Christ, we must voluntarily adopt 
the precepts of the decalogue, and, giving them a 
completer meaning, endeavour to realize in our con- 
duct all the fulness of their enlarged application °. 


* IV. xiii. 2. Etenim Lex, quippe servis posita, per ea quz 
foris erant corporalia, animam erudiebat, velut per vinculum at- 
trahens eam ad obedientiam preceptorum, uti disceret homo ser- 
vire Deo: Verbum autem liberans animam, et per ipsam corpus 
voluntarie emundari docuit. Quo facto, necesse fuit auferri qui- 
dem vincula servitutis, quibus jam homo assueverat, et sine vin- 
culis sequi Deum ; superextendi vero decreta libertatis, et augeri 
subjectionem que est ad regem, ut non retrorsus quis revertens, 
indignus appareat ei qui se liberavit: eam vero pietatem et obe- 
dientiam, quze est erga patremfamilias, esse quidem eandem et 
servis et liberis; majorem autem fiduciam habere liberos, quo- 
niam sit major et gloriosior operatio libertatis, quam ea qu est in 
servitute obsequentia.—3. Heec autem, quemadmodum predixi- 
mus, non dissolventis erant Legem, sed adimplentis, et exten- 
dentis in nobis: tamquam si aliquis dicat, majorem libertatis 
operationem, et pleniorem erga Liberatorem nostrum infixam nobis 
subjectionem et affectionem. Non enim propter hoc liberavit 
nos, ut ab eo abscedamus ; nec enim potest quisquam extra do- 
Minica constitutus bona, sibimetipsi acquirere salutis alimenta : 
sed ut plus gratiam ejus adepti, plus eum diligamus. Quanto 
autem plus eum dilexerimus, hoc majorem ab eo gloriam acci- 
piemus, cum simus semper in conspectu Patris. 
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It is almost unnecessary to point out the exact 
agreement of these sentiments with the seventh and 
fourteenth articles of the Church of England, and 
how impossible it must be for a person holding them 
to think that we can do any thing whatever beyond 
what Christ has a right to expect from us. It is 
manifest that he would not have thought that any 
degrees of Christian holiness are really at our option, 
whether we shall seek them or not; but that every 
person who, having any degree of perfection, or any 
means of advancement placed before him, knowingly 
neglects it, becomes thereby unworthy of him who 
has given him liberty *, and hazards his salvation : 
in short, that “to whom much is given, of him will 
much be required.” 


* IV. xiii. 2. 


CHAPTER VIII. 


ON THE CANON, GENUINENESS, VERSIONS, USE, AND 
VALUE OF HOLY SCRIPTURE. 


UNNATURAL as it may appear, it is notwithstanding 
true that we find much less clear ideas in regard to 
the canon of Holy Scripture in the earlier ages than 
in the later. The word scripture was used, as we 
shall see, in a latitude with which no church or party 
in later times has used it. 


Trenzeus quotes all the books which we of the 
Church of England esteem canonical, except Ruth, 
Chronicles, Ezra, Nehemiah, Esther, Ecclesiastes, 
Canticles, Obadiah, Nahum, Zephaniah, and Hag- 
gai. But the mere circumstance of his not citing 
them cannot, of course, imply any doubt as to their 
inspiration or canonicity. He had no occasion to 
do so for the purposes of his argument. It is only 
wonderful that he thought himself obliged to quote 
so largely upon such a subject. 


But besides the writings which we esteem canon- 
ical, he quotes others which we reject from the 
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canon. He not only repeats sentiments from them, 
as when he introduces a sentiment which occurs in 
the book of Wisdom’, or the story of Susanna ’, 
without, however, mentioning the books themselves; 
he also quotes the story of Bel and the Dragon‘ 
as truly relating the words of the prophet Daniel, 
and the book of Baruch* as truly recording those 
of Jeremiah, and uses the latter as inspired. In 
short, Irenzeus quoted from the Septuagint ver- 
sion of the Scriptures; and he consequently read 
the stories of Susanna, and Bel and the Dragon, as 
part of the book of Daniel, and the book of Baruch 
as a continuation of that of Jeremiah. There is, in 
fact, great reason to think that he believed in the 
inspiration (in some sense) of the whole of the books 
contained in that version. But if so, that does not 
prove (as we shall see presently), that they were all 
esteemed by the Church as canonical. 


' IV. xxxviii. 3. ‘AgpOapoia dé éyyue elvac woret Oeov. Quoted 
from Wisdom vi. 19, 20. — 

7 1V. xxi. 2. Deus 
from Daniel xiii. 42. in the Septuagint version. 

* TV. v. 2. Quem et Daniel propheta, cum dixisset ei Cyrus 
rex Persarum, ** Quare non adoras Bel?’ annunciavit, dicens, 
‘‘ Quoniam non colo idola manufacta, sed vivum Deum, qui con- 





qui est absconsorum cognitor. Quoted 


stituit coelum et terram, et habet omnis carnis dominationem.”’ 

*V. xxxv. 1. Et quotquot ex credentibus ad hoc preeparavit 
Deus ad derelictos multiplicandos in terra, et sub regno sanctorum 
fieri, et ministrare huic Hierusalem, et regnum in ea, significavit 
Jeremias propheta; ‘‘Circumspice,” dicens, &c.: and then he 
quotes a passage from the book of Baruch, extending from ch. 
iv. 36. to the end of ch. v. 
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But then there is a circumstance which must pre- 
vent the Church of Rome from appealing to him 
with success in support of the canonicity of any of 
the books of the Apocrypha; and that is, that he 
quotes, under the express name of Scripture, a work 
which the whole Church, from not long after his 
time, has agreed to regard as merely human, if not 
altogether spurious—I mean the Shepherd of Her- 
mas*. It is true that he is not singular in so speak- 
ing; for Clement of Alexandria directly ascribes in- 
spiration to Hermas®. And yet Tertullian, who was 
contemporary with Clement, affirms’ that the Italian 
Churches had in express councils declared his book 
apocryphal. 


I argue thus on the supposition that his single 
authority is appealed to. If he is adduced, with 
other writers of his age, to show that the Church 
acknowledged the apocryphal books as canonical, 
then one reply is, that even if this were true of the 


*IV. xx. 2. Kaddc oty elxev  ypadn, h A€yovea’ [parov 
xavrwy mlorevooy, Ore ete Eoriw 6 Oeoc, 6 Ta xavra xrieag car 
xarapriaac, kai xomjoac éx rov pi) Svrog eicg ro elya ra wavra. 
This is quoted from the first commandment in the abovementioned 
work. 

° Strom. I. xxix. § 181. Oelwe roivuy } duvapec f re ‘Eppg 
kar’ droxaduyey Aadovea. 

” De Pudicitia, 10. Sed cederem tibi, si scriptura Pastorts, quze 
sola meechos amat, divino instrumento meruisset incidi; si non 
ab omni concilio ecclesiarum etiam vestrarum (he is addressing 
the Bishop of Rome) inter apocrypha et falsa judicaretur. 

1 
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Church of that age, we are not bound by the deci- 
sion of a single age. Massuet, indeed °, reasons as 
though the canonicity of the books the Church of 
Rome receives were established by the authority of 
“all churches, or at least the greater part of them, 
and those of distinguished rank.” Now it so hap- 
pens that we have quite a chain of evidence on the 
opposite side. Melito*, contemporary with Ireneus, 
after diligent inquiry in Palestine, reckons up, as 
canonical, the same books of the Old Testament 
which we acknowledge, and no others: for the 2o- 
gia’®, which (according to one reading) comes in after 
the Proverbs, is merely another name for that book ; 
and Ezra, it is well known, included Nehemiah and 
Esther. . Origen', in the middle of the third cen- 


* Dissert. IIT. § 4. 

* Euseb. Hist. Eccl. 1V. xxvi. 6. “ ’AxptBic poder ra rij¢ ra- 
Aatdc Ceabhene BiGrLa, brorakac Exep a oor. dy gore ra évopara’ 
Mwictwe wévre’ Téveotc, “Ekodoc, Aeviruxoy, 'ApiOpuol, Aevrepovd- 
pov’ "Inoovg Navi, Kpirai, ‘Pov0’ Baowistwy réooapa, Mapade- 
wopevwy ovo’ Wadpov Aafid, LorAopsvog TMaporulat (f cai Lodla), 
"ExcAnowaoric, "A opa goparwy, ‘lw xpopyray, ‘Hoatov, ‘Tepe- 
piov® rev dddexa éy povoBiBry’ AaraA, Telexepd, "Eodpag.” 

'* Some copies, instead of # xal Zogla, read # Lodgia. 

' Euseb. Mist. VI. xxv. 1. Tov pévrocye xperoy ein youpevoc 
Warpor, ExBeoy xerolnrat rov roy tepwy ypadwy rij¢ wahatde d.a- 
OAcne caraddyou, wot xwe ypagwy kara Aékiy’ Oix ayvonréoy Oo elvat 
rac évdtaOinxoug BiBdrovc, we “EBpaioe wapadiddacry, dvo Kal ixoot 
we oo 6 Map’ Hiv Téveoce excyeypappern, .... + » "Ekodug, 
Aevirixov, . . . ’ApeOpvi, Aturepovdpeov ... . "Jnoove viog Navi, 

. - « Kptral, ‘PovO, rap’ abroic éy evi, . . . Baowtewy xpwrn, 


cevrépa, xap’ avroic vy, Lapound,. . ... - 2. Baothewy rpirn, 
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tury, and Athanasius *, Epiphanius *, Gregory of Na- 
zianzum ‘, and Jerome ‘, successively in the fourth— 
and what is more, the council of Laodicea °, in the 
third century, whose acts were recognised by the 
sixth synod of Constantinople and Pope Adrian’—all 
agree in receiving a canon of the Old Testament 
much more like ours than like that of Rome. It is 
true that Origen adds the Maccabees, but he states 
that they are not in the canon. Athanasius, Epi- 
phanius, and the Council of Laodicea reckon Baruch 
as part of the book of Jeremiah; Athanasius and 
the Council add the epistle of Jeremiah; Athanasius 
alone reckons Susanna and Bel and the Dragon. 
On the other hand, they all, together with Gregory 
of Nazianzum, Jerome, and Ruffinus, who entirely 


reraprn, év évl, .. Tlapadstropévwy xpwrn, cevrépa, ev Evi, 

. “Eodpac xpwroc cat devrépoc, év Evi'Efpa, . . . . iPro 
Walporv, . .. . Dodropwvrog mapouia, .. . ~ « ExxAnovaorie, 
-... ’Aopa doparwy,... . adda cal rd rev 3 xpopnrer Ey 
éortv. .. «. Hoatag,..... ‘Tepepiag cvy Opnvote cat ry éxe- 
oroAy, év Evi, . . . « Aavr, ... . ‘TelexpA, .. . "IaB,.. . 
"EoOnp, . . . . “Elw o€ rovrwy éort ra MaxxaGaixa.” 

Here we have Origen distinctly recognizing the Hebrew canon 
as the true one, only making a mistake in the matter of fact, that 
the apocryphal epistle of Jeremiah belonged to the Hebrew book. 

? Opera, tom. ii. pp. 126—204. 

> De Pond. et Mens. tom. ii. ed. Colon. p. 162. § 4,5. Her. 
xxix. § 7. 

* Quoted in Beveridge on the Sixth Article of the Church of 
England, in his Exposition of the Articles. 

* Prolog. Galeat. and Epist. ad Paulinum. 

* Can. 60. ” See Beveridge, as above cited. 
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agree with us, reject all the other books which the 
Church of Rome has since admitted into the canon. 
Epiphanius’ says that Christians and Nazorei 
agreed in receiving the Jewish books, so that he 
could not have been aware that the Jews did not 
admit Baruch. So that how many soever may agree 
in guoting the apocryphal books, the weight of autho- 
rity is clearly against their reception as canonical. 


From all that has been said, it must be clear 
that we can make but little use of Irenseus in set- 
tling the canon of Scripture. But from the number 
of books and of passages which he has quoted, he 
is of great value in establishing the genuineness of 
our present copies; all the passages bearing as near 
a resemblance to the corresponding parts of our 
MSS. as can be expected from a writer who evi- 
dently quotes from memory. 


He likewise bears direct testimony to the authen- 
ticity of the four Gospels and the Revelation of St. 
John ; affirming that St. Matthew wrote his in He- 
brew for the use of the Jews, at the time when St. 
Peter and St. Paul conjointly were preaching and 
establishing the Church at Rome‘; that after their 


7 Heer. 29. 

*II.i. 1. ‘O per do) MarBaiog év rote "Efpalotg rq idig dua- 
Aécry abrwv cal ypagiy ekhveyxey ebayyediov, rov Deérpov cal 
rov Hatdov iv ‘Papp ebayyedclopévwy, cai Oepedtourrwr ray ix- 

K 
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departure, St. Mark committed to writing what he 
had heard from St. Peter, and St. Luke what he had 
heard from St. Paul*®; that St. John wrote his Gos- 
pel at Ephesus, to oppose the errors of Cerinthus’, 
and that he was likewise the author of the Revela- 
tion which bears his name’, the visions of which he 
saw towards the close of the reign of Domitian ’. 


KAnolay. pera Sé riy rovrwy ELodow Mapxoc, 6 padnric cal épuy- 
veuric Hlérpov, cat abrog ra two Llérpov xnpveccpera iyypaguc 
hiv wapadéswxe. kal Aovxdc dé 6 dxodovBog TavAov, ro ux’ éxel- 
vou knpvoodpuevoy evayyéXoy év BiBAly caréBero. Exetra "Iwavyne 
& paOnric rov Kuplov, 6 cal éxt ro ornBo¢g abrov dvareowy, cai 





abrog elédwxe ro ebayyéduoyr, év 'Egéoy riic 'Aolac ScarplBwr. 
Frag. 29. To cara Mar@aioy ebayyédwor xpoc "lovdaiove éypagn’ 
otro yap éwebipouy xray ogddpa x oxépparoc Aafid Xprordy. 6 
dé Mar@aiog, wat Erte paGdAdov opodporépay Exwy ry rowvrny éxt- 
Ouplay, xavrolwc Eoxevde xAnpogoplay waptxew abroig, we eln Ex 
axépparog Aafid 6 Xpiordc’ dtd cal dxo rijg yevéoewe avrov 
hptaro. 

* III. i. 1. supra. 

* Ibid.—xi. 1. Hanc fidem annuntians Joannes Domini discipu- 
lus, volens per evangelii annuntiationem auferre eum qui a Cerin- 
tho inseminatus erat hominibus errorem, et multo prius ab his 
qui dicuntur Nicolaitse, qui sunt vulsio ejus que falso cognomi- 
natur scientie, . .. . . omnia igitur talia circumscribere volens 
discipulus Domini, et regulam veritatis constituere in ecclesia, . . 
» - . sic inchoavit in ea que est secundum evangelium doctrina : 
‘In principio erat Verbum,” &c. 

1'V. xxvi. 1. Manifestius adhuc etiam de novissimo tempore 

. « » significavit Joannes Domini discipulus in Apocalypsi. 

7'V. xxx. 3. ‘Hyeic ovv ob« Groxtvouvevopey mept rob dydparoc 
rov 'Avriyplorov, dxoparyvépevar PeBawrixéc. Ei yap mde ava- 
gavdov re viv caipe KnpirrecBac robvopa abrov, ot ixeivoy ay 
é66€0n rov cai ry ‘Aroxadufiy ewpaxdroc., obd€ yap po xodXov 

1 
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It is curious that Irenseus quotes a passage as 
written either by Isaiah or Jeremiah, which does not 
appear in our present copies*. Justin Martyr had 
quoted it before him, and asserted that it had been 
wilfully erased by the Jews from the Hebrew copies‘. 
Now, however, it does not appear even in the Sep- 
tuagint. He likewise records a saying or two as our 
Lord’s which do not appear in the New Testament °: 


xpdvov éwpabn, &d\Aa cyeddw Emi rijc Hyerépac yevedc, xpoc Te 
rede rij¢ Aoperiavov apyiic. | 

> IIT. xx. 4. Et quoniam non solum homo erat, qui moriebatur 
pro nobis, Esaias ait: ‘“‘ Et commemoratus est Dominus sanctus 
Israé] mortuorum suorum, qui dormierant in terra sepultionis ; 
et descendit ad eos evangelizare salutem quz est ab eo, ut sal- 
varet eos.” At IV. xxxiii. 1. he ascribes it to Jeremiah, as does 
Justin Martyr, (Dial. cum Tryph. 72.) who gives it in Greek. 
In IV. xxxiii. 12. and V. xxxi. 1. he quotes it without men- 
tioning the author. 

4 Tryph. 72... 

° II. xxxiv.’3. Et ideo Dominus dicebat ingratis exsistentibus 
in eum: “Si in modico fideles non fuistis, quod magnum est 
quis dabit vobis?” ‘The same passage is quoted by S. Clement 
of Rome, Epist. II. 8. Agye yap Kopwe évy rp eiayyedip’ El 


Bea 





TO puxpoy obk Ernphoare, ro péya rie bpiv woes; V. xxxiii. 3. 
Quemadmodum Presbyteri meminerunt, qui Joannem discipulum 
Domini viderunt, audisse se ab eo, quemadmodum de temporibus 
illis docebat Dominus, et dicebat: ‘“‘ Venient dies, in quibus 
vine nascentur, singule decem millia palmitum habentes, et in 
una palmite dena millia brachiorum, et in uno vero palmite dena 
millia flagellorum, et in unoquoque flagello dena millia botruum, 
et in unoquoque botro dena millia acinorum, et unumquodque 
acinum expressum dabit vigintiquinque metretas vini. Et cum 
eorum apprehenderit aliquis sanctorum botrum, alius clamabit : 
Botrus ego melior sum; me sume; per me Dominum benedic.” 
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the latter of which indeed few persons will believe 
to have been spoken by our Lord. 


He informs us that the Ebionites use only St. 
Matthew’s Gospel, and reject St. Paul *; that Mar- 
cion curtailed St. Luke, and in effect the whole Gos- 
pel’; that Cerinthus used St. Mark, and the Valen- 


Similiter et granum tritici decem millia spicarum generaturum, 
et unamquamque spicam habituram decem millia granorum, et 
unumquodque granum quingue bilibres similee clare munde: 
et reliqua autem poma, et semina, et herbam secundum congru- 
entiam iis consequentem: et omnia animalia iis cibis utentia, 
quee a terra accipiuntur, pacifica et consentanea invicem fieri, 
subjecta hominibus cum omni subjectione.—4. Tatra d€ xa 
Taxiac 'Iwavvov péy dxoveric, WoAvcaprou dé éraipoc yeyovwc, 
dpxyaiog dyyp, éyypdgwe exyaprupet ey ry rerapry rey abrov 
BiBrtiwy. Eore yap abr révre BiBAla ovvreraypéva. Et adjecit, 
dicens: ‘* Hac autem credibilia sunt credentibus.” Et “ Juda,” 
inquit, ‘‘ proditore non credente, et interrogante : Quomodo ergo 
tales geniture a Domino perficientur?” dixisse Dominum: 
‘“‘ Videbunt qui venient in illa.” 

‘III. xi. 7. Ebionei etenim eo Evangelio, quod est secundum 
Mattheeum, solo utentes, ex illo ipso convincuntur, non recte 
preesumentes de Domino. Marcion autem id quod est secundum 
Lucam circumcidens, ex his que adhuc servantur penes eum, 
blasphemus in solum exsistentem Deum ostenditur. Qui autem 
Jesum separant a Christo, et impassibilem perseverasse Christum, 
passum vero Jesum dicunt, id quod secundum Marcum est pre- 
ferentes Evangelium, cum amore veritatis legentes illud, corrigi 
possunt. Hi autem qui a Valentino sunt, eo quod est secundum 
Joannem plenissime utentes, ad ostensionem conjugationum su- 
arum. xv. 1. Eadem etiam dicimus iterum et his qui Paulum 
apostolum non cognoscunt. . . . . Neque enim contendere pos- 
sunt Paulum non esse apostolum. 

"III. xi. 7.—9. Etenim Marcion totum rejiciens Evangelium, 
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tinians St. John *, and invented a Gospel of their 
own; and that the Montanists reject St. John’s Gos- 
pel and St. Paul®. It appears, however, that the 
Gnostics did in fact quote, at least when arguing 
with Christians, the self-same books which we now 
have; for all the passages of Scripture which Ireneus 
brings forward as perverted by them correspond with 
our present. copies, 


Trenzeus was of opinion that the whole of the 
sacred books of the Old Testament were lost during 
the Babylonish captivity, and that Ezra restored 
them by divine inspiration '. 


immo vere seipsum abscindens ab Evangelio, pariter gloriatur se 
habere Evangelium. Alii vero ut donum Spiritus frustrentur, 
quod in novissimis temporibus secundum placitum Patris effusum 
est in humanum genus, illam speciem non admittunt, que est 
secundum Joannis Evangelium, in qua Paracletum se missurum 
Dominus promisit; sed simul et Evangelium, et propheticum 
repellunt Spiritum. Infelices vere, qui pseudo-prophete qui- 
dem esse volunt, propheticam vero gratiam repellunt ab Ecclesia: 
similia patientes his, qui propter eos qui in bypocrisi veniunt, 
etiam a fratrum communicatione se abstinent. 

° III. xi. 7. * III. xi. 9. 

"III. xxi. 2. Hpo yap rove ‘Pwpalove xparvvat ry apy av- 
rev, ert rev Maxedévwy rv ’Aclay xarexdvrwy, Trodepatog 6 
Aayov, giorpovpevog rhv tx’ abrod kareoxevacpérny BiBoO/«ny 
éy "Adetavdpelg coopijoat roig xavrwy GvOpwrwy ovyypappao, 
doa ye crovdaia uxiipyer, yrncaro xapa raw ‘lepocodupuray tic 
rHy ‘EdAnvecdhy dcadexroy oxely abrov peraBeBAnpEvac rac ypadgde. 
Oi dé (dxhcovoy yap tre roic Maxeddou rére) rove wap’ adbroitc 
éumeipordrovg rev ypagey, xal auporépwy ray cradéarwr, EBdopuh- 
Kovra mpeoPurépouc Exepay [rovgualy, xothoavrog rov Ocov Gxep 
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He likewise fully believed the fable of Aristeas 
concerning the translation of the Septuagint by the 
direction of one of the Ptolemies, whom he names 
the son of Lagus*. He does not relate it with all 
the particularity of Josephus; but he relates the 
separation of the seventy interpreters from each 
other, and their miraculous agreement in the same 
words and phrases from beginning to end. It is 


éBovrero. ‘O dé idig xeipay airway AaBetvy BeAhoac, evrAaBneic re 
unre Gpa ovvOipevar, axoxpiipwoe ry ev raic ypagaic dua ric 
ippnvelac Gd\ABacav, xwploac abrove ax’ GAhAwy, éxtAeEvoe rove 
wavrac ray abriy épunvelay ypdges’ Kal rovr’ éxl xdyrey rey 
PiBrtwy éxoinoe. LvvehOdvrwy dé abrav éxl ro a’ro xapa rp 
Hrodepaig, cal ovvarriBaddvrwy éxdorov riy éavrov ippnvelay, 6 
perv Oecc edotaoby, ai dé ypagal dvrwe Oeiat eyvecOnoay, rev xay- 
tey ra abra raic avraic Néteot, cal rot¢g abroicg dvéuacw avayo- 
pevoarrey ax’ dpyiic péxpe rédovc’ Sore xal ra xapdvra EOvn 
yveva, ort car’ éxixvoray rov Geo cioty Hppnvevpévac ai ypagal. 
cai ovdév ye Oavpacroy, rov Oeuy rovro éevnpynxévar, Oc ye cal ey 
tH éxt NaGovyodordo0p aixpadwolg rov daov diapBapacar rev 
ypagwy, cai pera eBdopfxovra Ern rey 'lovcalwy d&vedOdvrwr cic 
THY xwpay airy, exrecra év roic xpovorg 'Apraképtov rov Lepowy 
Baoidéwe, évéxvevoey”Eodpg rp iepet ex ric gudme Aevi, rove roy 
xpoyeyovorwy xpopnrwv xayrac avaratacOac Adyovc, Kat axo- 
Karaorijoat tre ag rv dca Maotwe vopobeciay.—3. Cum tanta 
igitur veritate et gratia Dei interpretatee sint Scripture, ex qui- 
bus preeparavit et reformavit Deus fidem nostram, que in Filium 
ejus est, et servavit nobis simplices Scripturas in gypto, in qua 
adolevit et domus Jacob, effugiens famem que fuit in Chanaan ; 
in qua et Dominus noster servatus est, effugiens eam persequu- 
tionem qua erat ab Herode; et hec earum Scripturarum inter- 
pretatio priusquam Dominus noster descenderet, facta sit, et ante- 
quam Christiani ostenderentur, interpretata sit. 
7 III. -xxi. 2, 3. 
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clear, therefore, that he believed in the inspiration 
of the Septuagint, so far as it is a translation of the 
Hebrew; and no wonder that he was unable to avoid 
extending the same feeling to the other books which 
commonly accompany the translated portion. 


He likewise mentions Theodotion of Ephesus, and 
Aquila of Pontus, both Jewish proselytes, as having 
wrongly translated Isaiah vii. 14°. Theodotion was 
the contemporary of Irenzus, and must have pub- 
lished his version so recently, that it is wonderful 
that Ireneus should have seen it. 


Lastly, he mentions and distinguishes between the 


genuine and ancient copies of the Scriptures and the 
incorrect ones *. 


Having noticed all the external matter, let us come 
to the opinions of Ireneus in regard to the use and 
value of the holy Scriptures, and the method of 
understanding them. Although here his example is 
more forcible than his precepts, it is satisfactory 
that he speaks very definitely, and to the purpose. 

7 TIT. xxi. 1. ’AAN oby dc Evol gat rév viv peOepunvevery 
roApwrrwy rhy ypagyy? ‘ldou f vedric év yaorpl eker, cal réberac 
vidy’ &¢ Ocodoriwy ipuhvevoey & 'Epéctoc, kal ’Axidag 6 Tovrexeg, 
Gppdrepor “lovdaios xpoahduroe’ ol¢ xaraxo\ovOhoavrec of "EBtw- 
vaio, Iwo abrov yeyevjcbac gucKover. 

*V. xxx. 1. Tobrwy 82 obrwe éxdvrwy, xal iv race roic orov- 
dalotc Kal apyaiore dvreypagore rou dpeOpov rovrov Ketpeévou x. 7. A. 
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For instance, he informs us that, after the Apostles 
had preached the Gospel orally, they took care that 
the substance of their preaching should be put in 
writing, to be the ground and pillar of our faith °. 
It is very remarkable that he should use this very 
phrase in speaking of the Gospel, which St. Paul 
had used in speaking of the Church itself; showing 
apparently that it was by the custody of the Scrip- 
tures that the Church was to sustain its office. In- 
deed he expresses this in so many words in another 
passage, when he says that the truth is preserved by 
the keeping and reading of the Scripture, and preach- 
ing consistently with it °. 


His own practice is perfectly consistent with his 
principles. When he enters into controversy, his 
first appeal, indeed, in the particular case in hand, 
was to common sense, as showing the extreme ab- 
surdity and glaring contradiction of the Gnostic the- 


* III. i. 1. Non enim per alios dispositionem salutis nostrz 
cognovimus, quam per eos, per quos Evangelium pervenit ad nos : 
quod quidem tunc preeconaverunt, postea vero per Dei voluntatem 
in Scripturis nobis tradiderunt, fundamentum et columnam fidei 
nostre futurum. xi.8. Neque autem plura numero quam hec 
sunt, neque rursus pauciora capit esse Evangelia. ‘Ered? enim 
tésoapa KAlpara rov xdopov, év @ eoper, eiot, Kal régoapa xa- 





okua xvevpara, Karéoxapra 6€ } éxxAnola éxi xaone rij¢ yijc, orv- 
Nog dé xai orppeypa exxAnolag rd evayyédoy cai Ivevpa Cwifc’ 
eixdrwe résoapag Exerw atriy orvAove, TavraydOey xvéovrac TH 
apBapolay kal dvalwxupourrag rove dvOpwxove. 

°1V. xxxiii. 8. See p.77, note *, 
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ories’. But as they claimed revelation for their 
authority, he then goes to the Scripture, as the only 
authentic record of revelation ®; and it is evident 
that, on his own account, he would never have ap- 
pealed to any other authority in support of the great 
and leading doctrines he has to deal with. When he 
does bring in tradition as an independent and col- 
Jateral witness of revelation, he does so because the 
Gnostics themselves appealed to tradition® as some- 
thing more certain than Scripture. And having met 
them upon this ground, he goes on', in the large 
remaining portion of his treatise, to refute their sys- 
tems by the induction of passages from the succes- 
sive portions of the Old and New Testaments. 


T Lib. I. II. ‘III. Preef. See p. 34, note ”. 

’ III. ii. 1. Cum enim ex Scripturis arguuntur, in accusationem 
convertuntur ipsarum Scripturarum, quasi non recte habeant, 
neque sint ex auctoritate, et quia varie sint dict, et quia non 
possit ex his inveniri veritas ab his, qui nesciant Traditionem. 
Non enim per literas traditam illam, sed per vivam vocem: ob 
quam causam et Paulum dixisse: ‘‘ Sapientiam autem loquimur 
inter perfectos; sapientiam autem non mundi hujus.” Et hanc 
sapientiam unusquisque eorum esse dicit, quam a semetipso: ad- 
invenerit, fictionem videlicet; ut digne secundum eos sit veritas, 
aliquando quidem in Valentino, aliquando autem in Marcione, 
aliquando in Cerintho; postea deinde in Basilide fuit, aut et in 
illo qui contra disputat, qui nihil salutare loqui potuit. Unus- 
quisque enim ipsorum omnimodo perversus, semetipsum, regulam 
veritatis depravans, przedicare non confunditur, 

‘III. v. 1. Traditione igitur, quee est ab apostolis, sic se 
habente jn ecclesia et permanente apud nos, revertamur ad eam 
quz est ex Scripturis ostensionem eorum qui Evangelium con- 
scripserunt Apostolorum, &c. 
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Clearly, therefore, his disposition, where the ques- 
tion was what God had revealed, would be to go, 
first of all, and entirely, if possible, to Scripture; for 
whereas the heretics held that the inspired volume 
was obscure and uncertain‘, he maintained that there 
were truths contained in it without any doubt or ob- 
scurity, and that those were the things in which the 
sound-minded and pious would chiefly meditate *. 


7 III. ii, 1. Massuet (Diss. I. § 24) says, “ Hanc non repre- 
hendit Irenzus, immo in sequentibus probat.” Now, to my 
apprehension, he does tacitly disapprove the sentiment in the 
very passage; and however he may acknowledge that there are 
many parts of Scripture obscure and ambiguous, yet the whole 
method of his arguing shows incontestably that he thought its 
voice, on such points as he was discussing with the Gnostics, 
perfectly unambiguous. 

71]. xxvii. 1. ‘O tyule votc nal dxlvdvvog cal ebrdaBie cai 
girAadnOijc, 0a év rg rwv dvOpwxwy élovolg dédwxey 6 Cede, cai 
broréraye ry hperépg yrwoe, ravra mpoObywe expererhoet, cai év 
atroic rpoxéWe, dca rjc KaOnpepeviic doxnoewe pgdlay rhy padnow 
éaurgy xowoupevoc. “Eore 6€ ravra, rdre tx’ oy xlxrovra rhy 
hpertpay, cal doa pavepec cal dvaugiBddrwe abrodete ev raic Oelacg 
ypapaic AéXexrac. Et ideo parabole debent non ambiguis adap- 
tari: sic enim et qui absolvit, sine periculo absolvit, et parabolz 
ab omnibus similiter absolutionem accipient ; et a veritate [i. e. 
per veritatem | corpus integrum, et simili aptatione membrorum, 
et sine concussione perseverat.—2. Cum itaque universe Scrip- 
turze et Prophetiee et Evangelia in aperto et sine ambiguitate et 
similiter ab omnibus audiri possint, etsi non omnes credunt. 
xxvii. 1. Habentes itaque regulam ipsam veritatem, et in aperto 
positum de Deo testimonium, non debemus per questionum de- 
clinantes [in] alias atque alias absolutiones ejicere firmam et 
veram de Deo scientiam: magis autem absolutionem queestionum 
in hunc characterem dirigentes, exerceri quidem convenit per 
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And with regard to those things which are obscure 
and doubtful, he taught that we should endeavour 
to explain them by those parts which are unam- 
biguous *. 


There was, however, another aid which he looked 
upon as of the most certain and most important 
utility, so far as it extended, and that was the bap- 
tismal creed, which he regarded as infallible. for lead- 
ing to the right sense of Scripture upon fundamental 
points, and according to which he thought all Scrip- 
ture ought to be interpreted®. It is evident, there- 
fore, that he regarded the tradition of the Church, 
to that extent, as divine and infallible. 


inquisitionem mysterii et dispositionis exsistentis Dei; augeri 
autem in charitate ejus, qui tanta propter nos fecit et facit. 

Grabe argues from the first of these passages as though every 
thing which God would have us know or believe were contained 
in express words in Scripture, and thus incurs the reprehension 
of Massuet. (Diss. III. § 11.) All that can be gathered from it 
legitimately is, that the things clearly revealed are expressed in 
Scripture without ambiguity, and that these are the most impor- 
tant. 

“II. x.-1. Omnis autem queestio non per aliud quod queritur 
habebit resolutionem, nec ambiguitas per aliam ambiguitatem sol- 
vetur apud eos qui sensum habent, aut enigmata per aliud majus 
zenigma; sed ea que sunt talia ex manifestis et consonantibus 
et claris accipiunt absolutiones. 

5 JT. ix. 4, Otrw 3d€ cat 6 roy xavdva ric dAnOelac axdcyn ev 
éaurg xaréxwy, dy dca rot Baxrioparocg eiAnge, ra pev éx rev 
ypagwy dvdpara xai rac Néletc Kal rac wapafodrag extyywoerar.— 
x. 1. See p. 91, note ’. 
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A third aid was to be found in the assistance of 
the elders of the Church, who preserve the doctrine 
of the Apostles *°, and, with the order of the priest- 
hood, keep sound discourse and an inoffensive life’, 
who have the succession from the Apostles, and, to- 
gether with the episcopal succession, have received 
the sure gift of truth *. He who in this way studies 
the Scriptures will judge (or condemn) all who are 
in error ’. 


It is obvious that he means the bishops of the 
Churches, who were the chief preachers of those 
times. And it is observable that he does not think 
the succession a perfect guarantee of the truth being 
preserved, otherwise he would not have added the 
qualifications of sound discourse and a holy life. He 
does not therefore support the idea that the truth is 
necessarily preserved in any one Church by the suc- 
cession, or that any one bishop of any particular 
Church (the Bishop of Rome, for instance,) is capable 
of deciding the sense of Scripture authoritatively. 


°IV. xxxii. 1. See p. 77, note °. 

TIV. xxvi. 4. See p. 80, note ’. 

*1V. xxvi. 2. See p. 80, note ’. 

* IV. xxxiii. 1. Talis discipulus vere spiritalis recipiens Spi- 
ritum Dei, qui ab initio in universis dispositionibus Dei adfuit 
hominibus, et futura annuntiavit et preesentia ostendit et pre- 
terita enarrat, judicat quidem omnes, ipse autem a nemine judi- 
catur. Nam judicat gentes..... .. Examinabit autem doctri- 
nam Marcionis, &c. 
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And, in point of fact, it is only upon fundamentals 
that he recommends an appeal to the bishops, as sure 
to guide the inquirer into truth. 


It is obvious, moreover, that, although no doubt 
God will aid and bless his ordinance of the ministry 
at all times to the faithful soul, yet that the aid of 
one’s own particular pastor or bishop must be much 
less capable of settling the mind now that Christ’s 
true pastors are opposed to each other, than in the 
time of Ireneeus, when they held all together. In 
his time no such thing had occurred as a bishop of 
Jerusalem, Antioch, Alexandria, Rome, or Constan- 
tinople, acknowledged by general consent to have 
fallen into great and important error. 


In short, we have no approach in Irenreus to the 
idea of an interpreter so infallible as shall take away 
from the private Christian all responsibility but that 
of ascertaining him and following his decisions. He 
points out means of arriving at truth; but he does 
not speak of them as unfailing, except in the case 
of those foundation truths which are now acknow- 
ledged by the body of every ancient Church under 
heaven. 


CHAPTER IX. 
ON THE NATURE AND USE OF PRIMITIVE TRADITION. 


Ir was controversy which elicited from Ireneus a 
declaration of his views as to the nature and use of 
tradition. The Gnostics taught a different doctrine 
from the Catholics on the nature and attributes of 
God, the incarnation and life of Christ, and the whole 
scheme of the divine dispensations. Against them 
he takes up three different lines of argument: from 
common sense, from tradition, and from Scripture. 
The argument from common sense he carries on 
through the first and second books, showing the in- 
consistencies, contradictions, and absurdities of the 
various Gnostic systems. It is evident, from his own 
words, that it was his intention to rest his remaining 
argument principally on the Scriptures; for in the 
preface to the third book, in announcing the plan of 
the rest of his work, he says that in that book he 
shall bring forward his proofs from Scripture, with- 
out mentioning tradition; but since they demurred 
to its authority, asserting that it was imperfect and 


* III. ii, 1. See p. 186, note * 
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self-contradictory, and, in short, that it was impos- 
sible for any to learn the truth from it but those 
who possessed the true tradtizon, (which they con- 
tended was preserved amongst themselves, having 
been communicated to them orally, and being, .in 
fact, that hidden wisdom which had been imparted 
by the Apostles only to the perfect,) Ireneus like- 
wise appeals to tradition. 


I cannot take leave of this passage without no- 
ticing the extraordinary comments made upon it by 
the Benedictine editor, Massuet, in the second of 
his prefatory dissertations, art. iii. § 14. 


He says, “ Ex quibus hec liquido sequuntur; 1°, 
ipsos omnium hereticorum pessimos agnovisse et 
confessos fuisse, Scripturas varie dictas esse, id est, 
interdum obscuras esse, variosque iis subesse sensus : 
2°, obscurorum locorum sensum a traditione peten- 
dum esse, non ea, gue per literas tradita sit, sed per 
vivam vocem: hec non reprehendit Irenreus, immo 
in sequentibus probat, ut mox videbitur: 3°, tradi- 
tionem latius patere scripturis, et ab iis distingui, 
utpote que earum sit interpres; quod et hec Irenzi 
conclusio demonstrat: Eventt itaque, neque scripturis 
jam neque tradition? consentire eos.” 


I will take his conclusions in their order :-— 





144 USE OF TRADITION. 


1. So far is Irenzeus from applauding the Gnostics 
for admitting (not the variety of senses which the 
Scripture may afford, but) the inconsistency of dif- 
ferent Scriptural statements, that it is evident that 
he is blaming them for wishing to escape from the 
obvious meaning of Scripture under this pretence. 
I am not saying that he would have denied that 
various senses of particular passages may appear 
equally natural; but that is not the case as between 
Ireneus and the Gnostics. He is evidently asserting 
what he believes to be written throughout the Scrip- 
tures as with a sunbeam, and brings in tradition, not 
to explain the Scripture, but to confirm his view 
of it. 


2. It is very true that Ireneus would evidently 
have gone to tradition to explain the obscurities of 
Scripture, if in any point it could be so explained; 
but that does not appear from this passage: on the 
contrary, it is the heretics who are here for appealing 
to it, and not to such a tradition as he approved, but 
to one which was capable of no proof that it was 
apostolical. And with regard to the tradition he 
appealed to being an unwritten tradition ; in the first 
place, he does appeal to writen tradition when he 
can, viz. to the epistles of St. Clement and St. Poly- 
carp; and in regard to the unwritten tradition which 
he adduces, the only tradition of that kind to which 
both he and the Romanist writers agree to appeal is 
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the Baptismal Creed (as will be shown presently) ; 
for on two of the other points on which he adduces 
a different kind of unwritten tradition, viz. the mil- 
lenium and the age of Christ at his crucifixion, his 
views are rejected by the Roman Church. 


3. That primitive tradition must originally have 
been wider than Scripture (at least upon points not 
of faith), must be true from the very nature of the 
case. But this does not by any means follow from 
Trenseus’s distinguishing between Scripture and tra- 
dition, because what he means is simply this, that 
the Gnostic tenets were at variance with apostolical 
truth, whether gathered from Scripture or handed 
down by tradition. The traditional truth he brings 
forward against them is zdenttcal with what he de- 
duces from the written word. 


Having shown, then, that really apostolical tradi- 
tion unequivocally opposed the Gnostic tenets, he 
returns again to the Scriptures, and goes on in the 
large remaining portion of his work (which, contrary 
to his intention, spread itself into a fourth, and even 
a fifth book,) to show how inconsistent they were 
with the Scriptures, first of the Old, and afterwards 
of the New Testament, and how important to our 
salvation those verities were which they impugned. 


It is perfectly evident, therefore, that the mind of 
L 
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Trenzeus naturally went to Scripture, either to prove 
doctrine or to refute error; and that he regarded it 
as being, to all orthodox Christians, the natural 
standard of appeal. With regard to the Gnostics, 
he evidently thought that they were past conviction 
from either reason, tradition, or Scripture; because, 
whatever criterion was produced, they had something 
to say against it or to turn it aside’: but to single- 
minded Christians he felt that the written word 
must be the great authority, and arguments drawn 
from it the most perfectly conclusive. He speaks of 
some things in it as admitting no doubt; he points 
to an obvious aid to the interpretation of ambiguities, 
by calling in plainer things to explain the doubtful ; 
he speaks of the New Testament as the ground and 
pillar of our faith; and he declares that the truth is 
preserved by the keeping, reading, and consistent 
exposition of the Scriptures. 


In what way, then, does he appeal to tradition ? 
In this part of his work he calls it in as establishing 
the same general views, which he confirms more at 
length from Scripture; as preparing the mind to 


* IIT. ii. 1. See supra, p. 136, note °.—2. Cum autem ad eam 
iterum traditionem, que est ab Apostolis, que per successiones 
presbyterorum in Ecclesiis custoditur, provocamus eos; adversantur 
traditioni, dicentes se non solum presbyteris, sed etiam Apostolis 
exsistentes sapientiores, sinceram invenisse veritatem. ... Evenit 
itaque, neque Scripturis jam, neque traditioni consentire eos. 
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believe that the view he takes of Scripture is the 
true one; as a separate and independent witness to 
the selfsame truths which he is preparing to con- 
firm by an adduction of multiplied passages of Holy 
Writ. He does not bring it forward to establish 
any thing not hinted at in the Bible; neither, on 
the other hand, does he bring it forward to show 
what others had gathered out of the Scriptures ; but 
he adduces it as a separate testimony, emanating 
originally from the same source as the Scriptures °, 
and therefore, so far as it went, a fitting criterion of 
their meaning. 


I have chosen to adduce the opening of the third 
book first of all, because Ireneeus enters more pro- 
fessedly there into his motives for appealing to tra- 
dition; but he had made the appeal, as may have 
been seen, in an early part of the first book*. The 
manner of the appeal is somewhat different in the 
two places: in the first book he appeals to it to show 
the strong contrast between the inconsistencies and 
contradictions of the Gnostics and the unity and 
consistency of catholic teaching; in the latter, to 
confirm his own views of Scripture. It is true 
that in both these cases the appeal is in some sense 

of a negative character, i. e. it is for the purpose of 
proving that such and such doctrines are not to be 


* Conf. IIT. iii. 1. p. 57, note ’, et i. 1. p. 185, note * 
*T. x. 1. See p. 91. 
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received; but in other cases he makes a directly 
positive use of it, viz. to prove particular doctrines 
which do not appear to have been explicitly disputed. 


What, then, is the tradition to which Irenzus 
assigns this important function? It is that faith 
which the Church received from the Apostles, and 
distributes to her children’; which may be seen in 
every Church*; which is handed down by the bishops 
in all the several Churches’; which is taught to 
every person when he is baptized*; which was in 
his time preserved in the Church of Rome, in par- 
ticular, by the confluence of the faithful from every 
side’; in the Church of Smyrna by S. Polycarp and 
his successors; in the Church of Ephesus, founded 
by St. Paul, and watched over by St. John; and in 
the rest of the Asiatic Churches'; which may like- 
wise be learnt in the first epistle of S. Clement, and 
in the epistle of S. Polycarp to the Philippians’; 
which was one and the same throughout the 
Churches, so that ability cannot increase its efficacy, 
nor weakness diminish it; so that knowledge may 
add to it the explanation of difficulties, but cannot 


* III. Pref. p. 34, note "°. 

‘III. iii. 1. See p. 57, note’. * Ibid. 
* J. ix. 4. p. 57, note °. 

* III. iii, 2. p. 63, note °. 

"III. iii. 4. p. 58, notes * & °. 

7 III. iii. 3, 4. p. 62, notes ? & °. 
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change the faith*; and so that wisdom interprets 
Scripture conformably to it *. 


It is obvious, from these quotations, that the par- 
ticular tradition which Irenzeus adduces against the 
Gnostics is the substance of the baptismal creed ; and 
thence, perhaps, it may be inferred that he would 
confine tradition altogether to the creed. But it 
must be remembered that, in declining to go to 
Gnostic tradition, and choosing in preference that 
which is truly apostolical, the principle of his appeal 
is this: that the Apostles delivered the doctrines 
of the Gospel by preaching, &c. to the different 
Churches, and by individual instruction to the par- 
ticular persons whom they made bishops of the 
Churches ; that the bishops had delivered down the 
same mass of truths to the Churches they presided 
over, and to their successors; and that the truth 
might be ascertained by discovering what was uni- 
versally received in all the apostolical sees*. But 

>I. x. 2. Otrw cai ro xhpvypa rij¢ GAnGeiac tavrayi palver, 
kal gwrilec wrdvracg dvOpwrove rovcg PovAopévouc cic éxlyvwour 
adnBeiag édOeiv. cal ovre 6 wavy Suvarog ev AOyw Tey ev raic 
ExkAnoiate Npotorwrwy Erepa rovrwy épet’ (ovdeic yap ixép roy 
deddoxador*) ovre 6 doBernc év re oye EXaTTwOEL THY wapadooty’ 
pig yap cai rijg abrijg xicrewc ovenc, ovre 6 woAV Repl abrifc 
dvrapevog eixeiv, exAedvacey, ovre O TO OAL yoy HAaTTONGE. 

41. x. 8. To ce rXciov 4} EXarroy Kara ovvecty Eldevat rivac . . 
-. » yiverae.... év rg ra, 0a éy rapapfsodaic eipnra, xpoo- 


exepyaleoBar Kai oixeovy rH rij wlorewc UroOEoE KT. AX. 


* III. iii. 1. p. 57, note 7; J. x. 1, 2. p. 91. 
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this truth was not confined to the creed, for there 
are other truths as certain as those in the creed, 
which are not specified in it; and the very creed 
itself was variable, or rather was variously stated at 
different times °. 


But we are not left to inference alone to learn 
the views of Irenseus; he instances the epistles of 
Clement and Polycarp as containing true traditions, 
and they exhibit other truths beyond those of the 
creed. Again, the faith, which, if the Apostles had 
left no writings, he affirms must have been kept up 
by tradition, and which was, in fact, kept up in bar- 
barous nations without the aid of writing’, must have 
been something more extensive than the mere ele- 
mentary points of belief. Nay, his assertion that 
when we are in doubt, even upon trifling points, it 
is a duty to have -recourse to the most ancient 
Churches °, shows at once that the province of tra- 
dition, in his mind, was far wider than the trans- 
mission of simply fundamental points; it was a great 
system of doctrine, discipline, and practice, which 
such an observation looked at; and there can be 
but little doubt that, although his subject in his great 


* Thus Irenzeus gives two different versions of it (I. x. 1. et 
IIT. iv. 2); in one of which he mentions Christ’s ascent into 
heaven in the flesh, and other matters, which are omitted in the 
other. 

"III. iv. 2. See p. 159, note ?. * III. iv. 1. ibid. 
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Treatise leads him to adduce it formally, only on the 
subject of doctrine, that he found himself bound by 
it upon all points which appeared to be thus uni- 
versally handed down in the Churches. 


But then it must be confessed that Irenseus stood 
in a position with regard to this tradition very dif- 
ferent from that in which we stand. It was a thing 
which lived about him in all the daily intercourse of 
life, and respecting which there was scarcely a pos- 
sibility of a doubt; whereas to us it is a thing which 
has to be established by evidence, which does not 
come to our minds unsought. It was a thing then 
which the most unlearned knew thoroughly; for it 
was the very atmosphere in which he breathed: to 
us learning is required, and actual application to the 
subject. The Church then testified directly to the 
individual: now we have to ascertain the Church’s 
testimony by the further testimony of individuals. 
It is impossible, therefore, that apostolical tradition 
should have the same evidence to men’s minds now 
which it had then; although we may think it ought 
to be reverently followed, wherever and by whom- 
soever it can be ascertained. | 


Again, we have seen that the medium through 
which Ireneus believed pure tradition to be trans- 
mitted was the bishops of the Churches ; but it does 
not follow that he thought every bishop, or the 


x 
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bishops of any particular Church, an unerring depo- 
sitory of such tradition. He supposed the case of a 
bishop who was in the succession, but yet did not 
hold “fast the Apostles’ doctrine *®, and he evidently 
implies that such a person was not to be adhered to; 
it is, therefore, not any individual bishop, or the 
bishop of any particular see, that he would appeal 
to, but the aggregate of the bishops of the universal 
Church. 


It is remarkable how strong is the resemblance 
between the positions occupied by the Gnostics and 
Trenszeus respectively, and those taken up by Roman- 
ists and the Church of England. Both that ancient 
father and ourselves think Scripture perfectly clear 
upon the fundamental points to the singleminded, 
go first and last to Scripture upon all doctrinal 
points, and make tradition only auxiliary and sub- 
ordinate to it. Both the Gnostics and the Romanists 
complain of the insuperable difficulties of the Scrip- 
ture without tradition, and thus make tradition prac- 
tically set aside Scripture; and the tradition they 
appeal to turns out, when examined, to be nothing 
more nor less than their own teaching. 


But besides this public tradition, extant through- 
out all the Churches, there is another kind of tra- 


° IV. xxvi. 4. p. 81, note *. 
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dition he brings forward, viz. that kept up by a 
direct line from the Apostles by the testimony of 
individuals. This he brings forward under various 
forms of expression, as “I have heard from an elder, 
who had ineard from those who had seen and been 
instructed by the Apostles;” “ Wherefore the elders, 
who are disciples of the Apostles, say,” &c.; “As 
the elders, who saw John, the Lord's disciple, remem- 
ber that they heard of him;” “And all the elders, 
who associated with John, the Lord’s disciple, testify 
that John taught them this; for he remained with 
them down to the time of Trajan.” He appeals to 
it on the subject of Christ’s descent into hell’, which 
did not enter into the earliest creeds; on the place 
of the saints departed’; on the millennium ®; as well 
as on the fact that Jesus continued his teaching till 
past forty years of age *. 


‘TV. xxvii. 1. Quemadmodum audivi a quodam presbytero, 
qui audierat ab his qui Apostolos viderant, et ab his qui didi- 
cerant, sufficere veteribus, de his que sine consilio Spiritus ege- 
runt, eam que ex Scripturis esset correptionem. ..... 2. Et 
propter hoc Dominum in ea, que sunt sub terra, descendisse, 
evangelizantem et illis adventum suum. 

7V. v.11. Awd cal A€yovery of xpecBurepor, ray droord\wy 
pa@nral, rove perareBévrag éxeioe perareOjvac’ i, e. to Paradise. 

*'V. xxxiii. 3. Quemadmodum presbyteri meminerunt, qui 
Joannem discipulum Domini viderunt, audisse se ab eo, quem- 
admodum de temporibus illis (i.e. those of the new heavens 
and new earth) docebat Dominus. 

‘11. xxii. 6. p. 98, note '. 
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It is evident that such testimony, carried down in 
one chain, unchecked by any other similar chain, 
must be liable to great deterioration. An instance 
of this may be seen in the last-mentioned case in 
which he quotes this kind of evidence; viz. his idea 
that Jesus continued his teaching till past forty years 
of age*. All other writers who speak on the subject 
are agreed that Irenzus, or some person through 
whom this assertion came, must have made some 
mistake ; that our Lord, in fact, began his teaching 
shortly after his baptism, and continued it through 
three passovers, and no more. And yet we have 
apparently very strong evidence for the assertion of 
Irenzeus; for he declares that all the elders who 
companied with John the Apostle affirmed it, and 
that some of them declared that they had it from 
other Apostles. The probability is, that Irenzus, 
who was quite a youth when acquainted with these 
persons, had misunderstood what he had heard in 
their conversations with each other, or remembered 
it incorrectly after a long lapse of years, being biassed 
by his own view of a passage of Scripture which he 
quotes in confirmation °, and which may be the real 
foundation of the opinion in question. 


It is likewise evident that this tradition in regard 
to mere facts not connected with any important doc- 


* TI. xxii. 6. TI. xxii. 6. 
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trine, and depending upon the correctness of the 
memory of an individual, is of very different character 
from that of important facts and doctrines, and points 
of discipline, kept up publicly in all Christian Churches 
and witnessed to by him as actually subsisting in his 
own day or at the very time of his writing. At the 
same time they may be received, as we receive other 
historical facts, when not contradicted by other evi- 
dence. 


And something of the same degree of uncertainty 
must in like manner hang about the transmission of 
doctrines or opinions by such a channel. And it 
is to be remembered that Irenzus, when he testifies 
of these, is not in the same position as when he 
speaks of public doctrine, discipline, or customs. 
There he is the witness of the combined teaching of 
many lines of apostolical succession; here, for all 
that appears, of only one: and that one requires to 
be checked or confirmed by other evidence before it 
can gain our full assent. If what is gained in this 
way fall in with Scripture, or explains or carries out 
more fully the meaning of Scripture in a manner not 
inconsistent with other Scripture, then we may feel 
that it is to be treasured up, as being in all proba- 
bility a fragment of apostolical tradition. If, again, 
it is confirmed by other sufficient testimony, it may 
be looked upon in the same light, in proportion to 
the degree of evidence: for although Irenzus un- 

] 
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questionably quoted these latter traditions as un- 
doubted truths, it is impossible that they should, 
upon his single testimony, appear so to our minds. 


There is, however, one general remark which ap- 
plies to all the various instances in which he appeals 
to tradition, and that is, that he does not appear to 
have known any thing of a transmitted comment on 
the text of Scripture. The only way in which he 
applies tradition to the interpretation of Scripture 
is, by laying down certain facts of our Lord’s history, 
which were universally acknowledged or handed 
down by sufficient testimony, or certain doctrines of 
religion or general principles which were universally 
received as of apostolical authority, and bringing 
them forward in confirmation of the views which he 
himself deduced from a comparison and accumu- 
lation of texts. 


CHAPTER X. 
ON THE CREED. 


Tue Baptismal Creed having been mentioned in the 
two previous chapters, in the one as a guide in the 
interpretation of Scripture, in the other as embody- 
ing (to a certain extent) Primitive Tradition, it ap- 
pears natural to bring forward in the next place 
such notices of it as Ireneeus furnishes. 


We find, then, that it was customary at baptism 
to rehearse to every person the rule of faith held 
throughout the Catholic Church; in other words, 
the Creed'. This, indeed, was not uniform in lan- 
guage, but the same points appear to have been 
adhered to, and to have been stated in much the 
same order. Irenzus, indeed, does not distinctly 
copy any creed: but he rehearses all the chief points 
of it in two different passages, which I will give at 


I. ix. 4. p. 57, note ° 
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length; these being the first clear traces we have of 
the primitive creed. 


The first is as follows? :— 


“ For the Church, although spread throughout the 
world, even to the utmost bounds of the earth, and 
having received from the Apostles and their disci- 
ples the faith in one God the Father Almighty, 
Maker of heaven and earth, and the seas, and all 
that in them is: and in one Jesus Christ, the Son 
of God, who was incarnate for our salvation: and in 
one Holy Ghost, who through the prophets preached 
the dispensations, and the advents, and the birth of 
a Virgin, and the Passion, and the resurrection from 
the dead, and the ascension into heaven in flesh of 
the beloved Christ Jesus our Lord, and his coming 
from heaven in the glory of the Father, to gather 
together all things in one, and to raise from the dead 
all flesh of all mankind; that according to the good 
pleasure of the invisible Father, every knee may bow 
to Christ Jesus, our Lord and God and Saviour and 
King, of things in heaven and things in earth and 
things under the earth, and every tongue may con- 
fess to him; and that he may execute just judgment 
upon them all, and send into eternal fire the spirits 


>I. x. 1. The Greek of this passage is to be found at p. 91. 
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of wickedness, and the angels that sinned and were 
in rebellion, and the ungodly and unjust and law- 
less and blasphemous amongst men; and bestowing 
life upon the just and holy, and those who have kept 
his commandments and remained in his love, some 
from the beginning and some after repentance, might 
give them incorruption and clothe them with eter- 
nal glory: having received this preaching and this 
faith, as we said before, the Church, though dispersed 
throughout the world, keeps it diligently,” &c. 


This passage strikes us at once as containing frag- 
ments of a creed the same as that of Nice, repeated 
in portions in the same order, although the general 
arrangement of the creeds is departed from. 


The other passage is this *:— 


“But what if the Apostles had not left us any 
writings? must we not have followed the order of 


7 III. iv. 1. Quid enim? Et si de aliqua modica questione 
disceptatio esset, nonne oporteret in antiquissimas recurrere Eccle- 
sias, in quibus Apostoli conversati sunt, et ab eis de presenti 
quzestione sumere quod certum et re liquidum est? Quid au- 
tem si neque Apostoli quidem Scripturas reliquissent nobis, nonne 
oportebat ordinem sequi Traditionis, quam tradiderunt iis quibus 
committebant Ecclesias ?—2. Cui ordinationi assentiunt multz 
gentes barbarorum, eorum qui in Christum credunt, sine charta 
et atramento scriptam habentes per Spiritum in cordibus suis 
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that tradition which they delivered to those to whom 
they entrusted the Churches? Which order is 
assented to by those many barbarous tribes who 
believe in Christ, who have salvation written by the 
Spirit in their hearts without paper and ink, and 
diligently keep the old tradition; believing in one 
God, the Maker of heaven and earth, and of all that 
in them is, by Christ Jesus the Son of God: who for 
his most exceeding love toward his own handywork, 
submitted to be born of the Virgin, himself by him- 
self uniting man to God, and suffered under Pontius 


salutem, et veterem Traditionem diligenter custodientes; in unum 
Deum credentes Fabricatorem cceli et terre, et omnium quz in 
eis sunt, per Christum Jesum Dei Filium: qui propter emi- 
nentissimam erga figmentum suum dilectionem, eam que esset 
ex Virgine generationem sustinuit, ipse per se hominem adunans 
Deo, et passus sub Pontio Pilato, et resurgens, et in claritate 
receptus, in gloria venturus Salvator eorum qui salvantur, et 
Judex eorum qui judicantur, et mittens in ignem sternum trans- 
figuratores veritatis, et contemptores Patris sui et adventus ejus. 
Hanc fidem qui sine literis crediderunt, quantum ad sermonem 
nostrum barbari sunt: quantum autem ad sententiam et consue- 
tudinem et convereationem, propter fidem perquam sapientissim! 
sunt, et placent Deo, conversantes in omni justitia et castitate 
et sapientia. Quibus si aliquis annuntiaverit ea, que ab hereti- 
cis adinventa sunt, proprio sermone eorum colloquens, statim con- 
cludentes aures, longo longius fugient, ne audire quidem susti- 
nentes blasphemum colloquium. Sic per illam veterem Aposto- 
lorum Traditionem, ne in conceptionem quidem mentis admittunt, 
quodcumque eorum portentiloquium est: nequedum enim con- 
gregatio fuit apud eos, neque doctrina instituta. 
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Pilate, and rose again, and was received up in glory, 
and will come again to be the Saviour of those 
who are saved, and the judge of those who are © 
judged, and sendeth into eternal fire those who per- 
vert the truth, and despise his Father and his 
coming.” 


The order of the creed is better preserved in this 
than in the other, but it is not so full in its state- 
ments. 


There is one other allusion to the opening words 
of the creed *. 


* I. iii. 6. Thy wiorey cig Eva Gedy Marépa wayroxparopa, cai 


tic Eva Kipiov "Incovr Xpordy rov Yior rov Oeod. 


CHAPTER XI. 
FREEWILL, PREDESTINATION, AND ELECTION. 


No controversy had arisen amongst Christians in the 
time of Ireneus on the subject of predestination, 
but heathen Stoics believed in an irresistible fate, 
and the Gnostics taught a natural and essential dif- 
ference between the soul of one man and that of 
another, by virtue of which the former was of course 
raised at death to an intimate union with the Su- 
preme Essence, whilst the latter could never hope 
for such an elevation, although he might be raised 
to a higher state than that of earthly existence. 


Both these notions Irenzeus combatted. He taught 
that man is endued with freewill', having good 


1 IV. xxxvii. 1. Illud autem, quod ait : “ Quoties volui col- 
ligere filios tuos, et noluisti?” veterem legem libertatis hominis 
manifestavit : quia liberum eum Deus fecit ab initio, habentem 
suam potestatem, sicut et suam animam, ad utendum sententia Dei 
voluntarie, et non coactum a Deo. Bia enim Op ob xpdccorty’ 
ayaGs) 6€ yrwpn xavrore cupmrapeoriy aire. Et propter hoc con- 
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and evil set before him, and having the power to 
choose or reject either one or the other, and to act 


silium quidem bonum dat omnibus. Posuit autem in homine 
potestatem electionis, qaemadmodum et in angelis (etenim angeli 
rationabiles); uti hi quidem qui obedissent, juste bonum sint 
possidentes, datum quidem a Deo, servatum vero ab ipsis. Qui 
autem non obedierunt, juste non invenientur cum bono, et meri- 
tam pcenam percipient: quoniam Deus quidem dedit benigne 
bonum, ipsi vero non custodierunt diligenter illud, neque preti- 
osum arbitrati sunt, sed supereminentiam bonitatis contempse- 
runt. Abjicientes igitur bonum, et quasi respuentes, merito 
omnes justum judicium incident Dei. .... . Dedit ergo Deus 
bonum, . . . et qui operantur quidem illud, gloriam et honorem 
percipient, quoniam operati sunt bonum, cum possint non operari 
illud; hi autem qui illud non operantur, judicium justum exci- 
pient Dei, quoniam non sunt operati bonum, cum possint operari 
illud.—2. El guoe ot pév gavror, of dé dyabol yeydvacry, ov6’ 
ovroe éxawverol, dvrec ayaOol, rotovro: yap KarecxevdaOnoay’ odr’ 
éxeivot pepxtot, ovrwe yeyordrec. ANN’ Ered) of wavrec rij¢ avrifc 
eiow gucewc, Ovydpevol re xaracyeiy cal mpatac ro ayaboy, xal 
cuvdpevoe xadev axoPadetiy abro, cal pi) roijoae’ scxalwe Kai rap’ 
avOpwroic roic ebvopoupévorc, Kai woAV epérEepoy Tapa Oey, of perv 
Exatvouvrac kal dtlag rvyxdvover paprupiac, rij¢ rov Kadov xa0- 
ddov éxdovijc Kat éxtpoviic’ of é Karaurw@yrat cai akiag ruyydvover 
Enpiac, rij¢ row Kadov cal ayabov amofsorjc. cal dua rovrov oi 
wpopirat wapyvouy roic avOpwrore duatoxpayeiy, Kal ro ayaboy 
elepyalecOac® . . . . . we &g’ piv Ovrog rov rowovrov, Kal dia ryy 
wodAny Gpérecay elo AHOny Exxerrwxdrwy, cal yrwopunc deopévwy 
ayabic, iv 6 dyaboc Geog wapéoye yivwoxey dia rev xpognrar. 
—3. Tatra yap wrdyra ro abretovowov éxcdeixyver rov avOpwrov, 
kai rd ovpPovAeurexoy rov Oeov, . . . . . . amorpéxovrog pév rou 
axeBeiv abrp, ddA pp Biafopévov.—5. Et non tantum in operi- 
bus, sed etiam in fide liberum et suze potestatis arbitrium homi- 
nis servavit Dominus, dicens: ‘‘Secundum fidem tuam fiat tibi;” 
propriam fidem hominis ostendens, quoniam propriam suam habet 
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accordingly”; that God has always treated men 
as having the power to act for themselves *, reward- 


sententiam. Et iterum: “ Omnia possibilia sunt credenti;” et, 
‘“‘ Vade, sicut credidisti, fiat tibi.” Et omnia talia sue potestatis 
secundum fidem ostendunt hominem. Et propter hoc is “ qui 
credit ei, habet vitam seternam ; qui autem non credit Filio, non 
ys 
xxvii. 1. Si ergo adventus Filii super omnes quidem similiter 
advenit, judicialis est autem, et discretor credentium et non cre- 
dentium, quoniam ex sua sententia credentes faciunt ejus volun- 


habet vitam zternam, sed ira Dei manebit super ipsum.” 





tatem, et ex sua sententia credentes faciunt ejus voluntatem, 
et ex sua sententia indictoaudientes non accedunt ad ejus 
doctrinam: manifestam, quoniam et Pater ejus omnes quidem 
similiter fecit, propriam sententiam unumquemque habentem, et 
sensum liberum; respicit autem omnia, et providet omnibus, 
‘golem suum oriri faciens super malos et bonos, et pluens super 
justos et injustos."—2. Et dea rv wpocg Oedw rnpet gidiay, 
rovratc Thy iciay mapéxet Kowwwviay. xotvwria dé Oeov, Cun) cal 
gmc, Kai drodavotc rey wap’ a’rov ayabwr. doo autem adioravrat 


‘ , 9 ~ ~ rd e a , ® ~ \ 
Kara THY Yrwunyv auvTwy Tov Oevv, rovroe rov ax’ abrov Xwpiopoyv 





érayet. XXvili. 1. ’Ewet ovy év rg als rovry, of perv xpoo- 
rptxover TP gwri, Kal cca Tic wioTEws Evovoty Eavroug TY Oey, ot 
6& agiorayra: Tov gwroc, Kai agopiZovety Eavrove rov Oeov' Eéx- 
déxerac 6 Adyog rov Qeov, roig raow dppdloveay oikyow éxaywr" 
Toic péy tv Te gurl, rpo¢ TO dxoAavey abrove ray Ey abry dya- 
Ody, roic dé Ev Te oxdret,Rpog TU peréxety abrouc Tic Ev air” 
HoxOnpiag. Arca rovré dnor, rove peéy éx deliv dvaxadécacba: tic 
Thy rey ovpayey Bucreluy, rouvg dé é& dprorepwy eic ro aiwmoy 
nip wéppev® Eaurove yap TavTwy eorépnoay rav ayaber. 

71V. xxxvii. 1,2. V. xxvii. 1. xxviii. 1. 

* IV. xv. 2. Si autem quidam, propter inobedientes Israélitas 
et perditos, infirmum dicunt legis doctorem, invenient in ea voca- 
tione que est secundum nos multos quidem vocatos, paucos vero 
electos; et intrinsecus lupos, a foris vero indutos pelles ovium ; 
et id quod erat semper liberum et suze potestatis in homine sem- 
per servasse Deum et suam exhortationem. 
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ing or punishing them ‘, praising or blaming * them 
according to the nature of their choice; and that 
this proves that we have freewill *: that in fact the 
circumstance that our faith is called our own, and 
is rewarded ’, proves that we are free agents®. In 
conformity with this opinion, he teaches that men 
are redeemed, not by compulsion, but by _per- 
suasion’; that each person has a portion of divine 
light given him, and will be recompensed according 
as he keeps or rejects it'; and that as each man’s 
salvation thus depends upon his own exertion, and 
cannot be attained without it, so our reward will be 
the more valued for having been gained by exertion ’. 


We can see, therefore, that Irenzeus could not 
have believed that the salvation of the elect was 


‘TV. xxxvii. 1,5. V. xxvii. 2. xxviii. 1. 

* IV. xxxvii. 2. SIV. xxxvii. 3. 

7 IV. xxxvii. 5. V. xxvii. 1. xxviii. 1. 

* IV. xxxvii. 5. 

° IV. xxxvii. 3.—V. i. 1. Et quoniam injuste dominabatur 
nobis apostasia, et cum natura essemus Dei omnipotentis, alienavit 
nos contra naturam, suos proprios faciens discipulos; potens in 
omnibus Dei Verbum, et non deficiens in sua justitia, juste etiam 
adversus ipsam conversus est apostasiam, ea quz sunt sua redi- 
mens ab ea: non cum vi, quemadmodum illa initio dominabatur 
nostri, ea que non erant sua insatiabiliter rapiens ; sed secundum 
suadelam, quemadmodum decebat Deum suadentem et non vim 
inferentem, accipere que vellet: ut neque quod est justum con- 
fringeretur, neque antiqua plasmatio Dei deperiret. 

‘IV. xxxvii. 1. 

7 1V. xxxvii. 7. See p. 106, note *. 
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accomplished by the mere will of God concerning 
the individuals, either in opposition to their own will 
or by constraining their wills; although he asserted 
very fully the necessity of divine grace to cause our 
freewill to take a right direction ’. 


And yet he was a believer in divine predestination. 
He believed that some were predestined to have the 
gift of incorruptibility imparted to them, (which we 
have seen to mean the Divine Spirit, by which we 
become the adopted children of God,) and thus to 
have life in the sight of God, whereas they were 
originally in a state of death*. But he no where 
implies that they could not lose this gift, but the 
contrary °. So again he teaches that God inten- 


> III. xvii. 2. Sicut arida terra, si non percipiat humorem, non 
fructificat, sic et nos, lignum aridum exsistentes primum, nun- 
quam fructificaremus vitam, sine superna voluntaria pluvia.—3. 
Quapropter necessarius nobis est ros Dei, ut non comburamur, 
neque infructuosi efficiamur. 

* V. i. 1. Qui nunc nuper facti sumus, a Solo Optimo et bono, 
et ab eo qui habet donationem incorruptibilitatis, in eam, quz 
est ad eum, similitudinem facti, (preedestinati quidem ut essemus, 
qui nondum eramus, secundum prescientiam Patris, facti autem 
initium facture, ) accepimus in preecognitis temporibus secundum 
ministrationem Verbi, qui est perfectus in omnibus: quoniam 
Verbum potens, et homo verus, sanguine suo rationabiliter redi- 
mens nos, redemptionem semetipsum dedit pro his, qui in cap- 
tivitatem ducti sunt. 

* IV. xli. 3. Quemadmodum enim in hominibus indictoaudi- 
entes patribus filii abdicati, natura quidem filii eorum sunt, lege 
vero alienati sunt (non enim hzeredes fiunt naturalium parentum), 
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tionally delivers some men over to unbelief without 
a trial. But who are they? Those who, he fore- 
sees, will not believe’. He was of opinion that 
there is a predestined number of those who shall be 
saved eternally, and that when that number is com- 
pleted, the end of the world will come’: the very 


eodem modo apud Deum, qui non obediunt ei, abdicati ab eo, 
desierunt filii ejus esse. . . . . . . Cum enim converterentur et 
peenitentiam agerent et quiescerent a malitia, filii poterant esse 
Dei, et hereditatem consequi incorruptelze que ab eo preestatur. 
er ee Verum quando credunt et subjecti esse Deo perseverant 
et doctrinam ejus custodiunt, filii sunt Dei: cum autem absces- 
serint et transgressi fuerint, diabolo adscribuntur principi, ei qui 
primo sibi, tunc et reliquis, causa abscessionis sit factus. 

+ IV. xxix. 2. Si igitur et nunc, quotquot scit non credituros 
Deus, cum sit omnium precognitor, tradidit eos infidelitati 
eorum, et avertit faciem ab hujusmodi, relinquens eos in tene- 
bris, quz ipsi sibi elegerunt; quid mirum si et tunc nunquam 
crediturum Pharaonem, cum his qui cum eo erant, tradidit eos 
suze infidelitate?—-V. xxvii. 2. “Ooo: autem d¢lerarrat cara 
TY yrapuny abrév rov O20i, rovroic rov dx’ abrov ywpopoy [eam 
qu electa est ab ipsis, separationem—Orp Latin Version] 
éxaye. Xwptopoc de rov Oeov Oavaroc’ cal xwptopocg gpwroc oxe- 





Tog’ Kal xwpiopoc Oeov dxofsodn xavrey rev dx’ abrov dyads. 

7 II. xxxiii. 5. Kai dca rovro xAnpwOévroc rot dpOpov, ot 
arog wap’ abry xpowpice, xavrec of iyypagévrec eic Cony dva- 
ornoovrat, ida éxovrec owpara, Kal diac Exovrec Yuyac, cat ida 
xvevpara, ey olc einptornoay rg Oeg' of de rij¢ Koddoews AEcoe 
dweXevoorra ele ry ad’riy, cal adroi idiac Exovrec Yuyac Kat toca 
owpuara, év ole dxéornoay dxo rijc rov Ocov ydpiroc. Kat xav- 
govrat Exarepot rou yervgy ert kal yervaobat, cal yapety nal ya- 
peiaBac’ iva ro ovpperpoy gidov rij¢ poopicewc dro Oeov avOpw- 
worntog axoredzaOeic ry appovlay rnpnoy rou Marpoc. 

The same idea is expressed by Clement of Rome and Justin 
Martyr. [Clem. 
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idea embodied in our burial service*. But he no 
where hints that the individuals were predestined, as 
well as the number, or that those who were predes- 
tined to have the gift of immortality, were all in the 
number of those who should be saved eternally: so 
that the more we examine, the more clear does it 
become that he would have been opposed to Cal- 
vinistic predestination. 


Who, then, are those who are predestined to the 
gift of immortality? The manner in which he speaks 
of election will enable us to answer this question. 
In explaining the parable of the vineyard let out to 
husbandmen, he says, * that, after the first set of hus- 
bandmen had been cast out, the vineyard was “no 
longer fenced in, but opened to all the world, and 


Clem. R. ad Corr. 1. 2. ’Ay&y hy iptv tyépac re cal vueroc 
uxép waone ritc ddedpernroc, cic ro owleoBat per’ EALove Kai our- 
Ecdnoewe Tuy apiOuow Tay ExAeKT@y adrov. 

Justin M. Apol. 1. 45. "Ayayeiv row Xpioroy cig rov ovpavoy 
6 Tarip rev rdyrwy Ocog .. ... EmeAAe, kal Karéyety Ewe av 
maraiy roug éxOpaivovrac airy daipovac, kai ovyredeoOn 6 dpOpoc 
Tay Tpocyvwopervwy airy, dyabwy ytvoptrwy cal Evapérwy, Ce ov¢ 
Kal pndérw rijy éxccvpwoty wexoinrat. 

> *¢ Beseeching thee that it may please thee of thy gracious 
goodness shortly to accomplish the number of thine elect, and 
to hasten thy kingdom.” 

‘IV. xxxvi. 2. Qui priores, sive primum, per servilem legis- 
dationem vocaverat Deus, hic posteriores, sive postea, per adop- 
tionem assumpsit. Plantavit enim Deus vineam humani generis, 
primo quidem per plasmationem Adz et electionem patrum ; 
tradidit autem colonis per eam legisdationem quz est per Moy- 
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the tower of the election exalted every where, beau- 
tiful to look on; for,” said he, “the Church is every 
where distinctly visible, and every where is there a 
winepress dug, and every where are those who re- 
ceive the Spirit.” Here we find election commen- 
surate with the visible Church (indeed he knows no 
other): and so he proceeds further on’ to speak of 
“the Word of God, who elected the patriarchs and us ;” 
just as in the passage before cited® he had said, “ We 
who were not as yet were predestined to be;” that 
is, spiritually, through redemption. And so in ano- 
ther place he speaks of the Church as “the congre- 
gation of God ; which God, that is the Son, has him- 
self collected by himself’;” and in another passage, 


sem; sepem autem circumdedit, id est, circumterminavit eorum 
culturam ; et turrim eedificavit, Hierusalem elegit; et torcular 
fodit, receptaculum prophetici Spiritus preeparavit...... Non 
credentibus autem illis, novissime misit Filium suum, (misit Domi- 
num nostrum Jesum Christum) quem cum occidissent mali coloni, 
projecerant extra vineam. Quapropter tradidit eam Dominus 
Deus non jam circumvallatam, sed expansam in universum mun- 
dum aliis colonis, reddentibus fructus temporibus suis, turre elec- 
tionis exaltata ubique et speciosa: ubique enim preclara est 
ecclesia, et ubique circumfossum torcular ; ubique enim sunt qui 
suscipiunt Spiritum. 

* IV. xxxvi. 8. Sed quoniam et patriarchas qui elegit et nos, 
idem est Verbum Dei, &c. 

*'V. i. 1. supra. 

7 TII. vi. 1. Heee (Ecclesia) enim est synagoga Dei, quam 
Deus, hoc est Filius, ipse per semetipsum collegit. 
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“the wages of Christ are men collected out of various 
and differing nations into one company of faith °.” 


All these passages reflect light upon each other, 
and exhibit the allwise God as planning from eter- 
nity the last dispensation, by which He chooses, 
through the Divine Word, to gather out of the 
world men of all nations, and to restore to them the 
lost gift of immortality, by adopting them for his 
own children, and bestowing on them his Spirit, and 
thus uniting them in the one body of his Church ; 
so that those who believe, and continue in obedience 
to Him, and hold fast his teaching, continue his 
children ; whilst those who do not obey Him are cut 
off from Him, and cease to be his children. And as 
baptism is the sign and means of our union with 
God and the reception of the Holy Spirit ’, so bap- 
tism is the sign and pledge of this predestination 
and election. 


There is another question as to this election, upon 
which Irenzus throws but little light; that is, whe- 
ther God has elected into his Church upon foreseen 
faith or not. He expressly declares! that God leaves 


* IV. xxi. 8. Varize oves, que fiebant huic Jacob merces; et 
Christi merces, qui ex variis et differentibus gentibus in unam 
cohortem fidei convenientes fiunt homines. 

* See p. 173. * See p. 167, note '. 


FORESEEN FAITH. 17] 


in darkness and unbelief those who, He foresees, will 
not believe ; but what is the precise application of that 
declaration, whether to those to whom God vouch- 
safes no opportunity of becoming acquainted with 
the Gospel, or to those who, living in the hearing of 
the Gospel, do not receive his grace, is by no means 
clear. And it would be unsafe, therefore, to argue 
that Irenzus believed that God predestines men to 
grace from foreseen faith. The two things may ap- 
pear to us correlative; but we must remember that 
there had been no controversy on the subject, and 
therefore he cannot be supposed to have weighed 
his language as we should perhaps do at present. 


CHAPTER AIT. 
ON BAPTISM. 


Tue doctrine of the Church in regard to baptism 
has afforded less dispute than almost any other down 
to the very times in which we live. It was fully 
recognized by Irenzeus, and appears scattered up and 
down in various parts of his writings. 


He asserts in direct terms that baptism is our new 
birth to God ', and ascribes to infants a share in that 
new birth equally with grown persons*. There is 
no room for any equivocal meaning in these passages. 
It is not merely that he speaks, as a thing of course, 
of infants being baptized, (which, by the plain force 
of words, he manifestly does,) but he directly as- 
cribes to them also the new birth, which he asserts 
to be baptism. This testimony in favour of infant 


‘I. xxi. 1. Kai Gre pev eic eLapynacy rov Parrioparog, ric ic 

‘ 9 s cy ‘ ~ . 9 2 e ve 3 
Geoy dvayevynoews, kal xaone rig wicrewc ArOBEeow, URO[IEIANTAL y 
r0 elcog rovro Ux Tov Larayd, K.T. X. 

711. xxii. 4. Sve p. 94, note *. 
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baptism and infant regeneration is very valuable 
from one who lived so near the apostolical times. 


The necessity of the laver of regeneration he 
states to arise from the original corruption of man‘, 
whom he asserts to be and to remain carnal, until he 
receives the Spirit of God‘. The water of baptism 
is therefore a type of the Holy Spirit °; and in bap- 
tism our bodies receive the union with God to eternal 
life, which our souls at the same time receive by the 
Spirit *. In receiving the Holy Spirit, therefore, the 
soul of man receives that which it had not by nature 
since the fall; it becomes a living soul; for the 
Spirit of God is the life of the soul’. This Spirit 


*'V. xv. 3. Et quoniam in illa plasmatione, que secundum 
Adam fuit, in transgressione factus homo indigebat lavacro rege- 
nerationis, 

*V. vi. 1. viii. 2. See p. 101, note * 

* III. xvii. 2. Unde et Dominus pollicitus est mittere se Para- 
cletum, qui nos aptaret Deo. Sicut enim de arido tritico massa 
una fieri non potest sine humore, neque unus panis; ita nec nos 
multi unum fieri in Christo Jesu poteramus, sine aqua quz de 
ceelo est. Et sicut arida terra, si non percipiat humorem, non 
fructificat ; sic et nos, lignum aridum exsistentes primum, nun- 
quam fructificaremus vitam, sine superna voluntaria pluvia. 
Corpora enim nostra per lavacrum illam, que est ad incorruptio- 
nem, unitatem acceperunt ; animz autem per Spiritum. 

* IIT. xvii. 2. 

"V. vi. 1.—vii. 1. Incompositus est enim et simplex Spiritus, 





- et ipse vita est eorum qui percipiunt illum. ix. 2. Spiritum 


Patris, qui emundat hominem, et sublevat in vitam. xii. 2. 





“Erepov eore mvon Swiic, ) Kat Wuyxixoy arepyalopérn rov ayOpw- 
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he elsewhere calls the Spirit of remission of sins ’*, 
and declares that we are quickened by it. In con- 
nexion with what he says of our flesh being united 
to God in baptism, we may take what he elsewhere 
says, that our flesh is a member of Christ ’. 


If we inquire for his opinion of the actual spiritual 
state of the Christian body, we shall find him de- 
claring that those only are the children of God who 
do the will of God'; that some remain thus in the 


mov’ cai Erepoy xvevpa Lworowdy, ro Kai xvevparuwoy abroy axo- 
redovv. . « » OO Kai wadty 6 avrdc ‘Hoatag dtacréd\Awy ra xpo- 
econpéva gnoi* [vevua yap xap’ épou éfeXevoerat, cal xvony xacay 
éyw éxolnoa’ ro xvetpa idiwe éxt rov Oeov rabac rov Exxeovroc 
avro in novissimis temporibus a rij¢ viobeclac exl ryv avOpwrd- 
THTA, THY O€ TOY Kove Ext Tijc Kricewc’ Kal xoinpa dvayopevoac 
airhy. Erepoy dé Ere rd rownOer row xothoayroc. ‘H ovy xvon xpdc- 
Katpoc, TO of wvevpa dévvaoy. Kal ev von dxpaoaca xpdc (Ipayy, 
kal, kaw rim wapapelvaca, pera rovro wopeverat, Amvovy Karah- 
wovoa Exeivo, wept 5 hy rd xpdrepow’ rd de weptdaPoy EvdoGey Kat ELw- 
Gev ror dvOpwroyv, are dei rapapdvipoy, ovdérore karadeire abrov. 

* IV. xxxi. 2. Quando igitur hic vitale semen, id est, Spiri- 
tum remissionis peccatorum per quem vivificamur, effudit in 
humanum genus ? 

°'V. ii. 3. Lac dexrexyy pep elvar A€youet riy cupka rijc Swpedc 
rov Oeov, Aric Eori Cw) alwvwe, rv dro rov owparog Kai alparoc 
rou Kupiou rpegopérny, kal pédog avrov vrapxoveny ; 

‘IV. xli. 2. Secundum igitur naturam que est secundum con- 
ditionem, ut ita dicam, omnes filii Dei sumus, propter quod a 
Deo omnes facti sumus: secundum autem dictoaudientiam [(obe- 
dientiam] et doctrinam non omnes filii Dei sunt, sed qui credunt 
ei et faciunt ejus voluntatem: qui autem non credunt et non 
faciunt ejus voluntatem filii et angeli sunt diaboli. 
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love of God, even from the time of their baptism ; 
others fall away, and cease to be his children; and 
of those who fall, some by repentance recover their 
relation to Him, and remain thenceforward in his 
love’. 


There is one passage * in which he appears at first 
sight to deny forgiveness to those who sin since the 
coming of Christ, and thence to give some coun- 
tenance to the idea that wilful sin of Christians can- 
not be forgiven. What he really does say is simply 
this; that whereas the ancients who sinned before 
the coming of Christ did, when they had the Gospel 
preached to them in the regions below, and believed, 
receive remission of sins, there is no such hope 
awaiting those who now commit sin. If they die in 
sin, there is no further sacrifice remaining for them 
to be preached to them in the regions of the dead. 


We can scarcely avoid remarking the strict cor- 
respondence between the doctrine of Irenzeus upon 
this subject and that contained in the formularies of 
the Church of England, particularly in the Baptismal 


*I. x. 1. ad finem. See p. 91, note ’.——IV. xli. 3. See 
p. 166, note *. 

7 IV. xxvii. 2. Si enim hi qui preecesserunt nos in charis- 
matibus veteres, propter quos nondum Filius Dei passus erat, 
delinquentes in aliquo, et concupiscentize carnis servientes, tali 
affecti sunt ignominia (viz. to have their transgressions recorded 
in the Scripture), quid passuri sunt qui nunc sunt, qui contemp- 
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Service and the 16th and 27th Articles. And it is 
the more valuable, because it does not appear directly 
in the form of a precise statement, but indirectly, as 
in the Scriptures themselves; showing that it per- 
vaded the whole practical system with which his 
mind was imbued. The difficulty in the Scriptures 
unquestionably is, that regeneration is no where in 
so many words affirmed respecting infants, and that 
there is language, as in St. John’s first epistle, ap- 
pearing to restrict it to persons capable of actual 
obedience. Now in Ireneus we find that omission 
supplied, and yet he uses without scruple the same 
kind of language as St. John; showing that in the 
system he inherited, and that by an interval of only 
one descent from St. John himself, the two things 
which, with our prejudices, are apt to appear incon- 
sistent, were parts of one and the same doctrine. 


serunt adventum Domini, et deservierunt voluptatibus suis ? 
Et illis quidem curatio et remissio peccatorum mors Domini fuit: 
propter eos vero qui nunc peccant Christus non jam morietur, 
jam enim mors non dominabitur ejus: sed veniet Filius in gloria 
Patris, exquirens ab actoribus et dispensatoribus suis pecuniam 
quam eis credidit cum usuris; et quibus plurimum dedit, pluri- 
mum ab eis exiget. 


CHAPTER XIII. 
THE EUCHARIST. 


IrENZUs has expressed himself so much more fully 
on the subject of the holy Eucharist than any other 
writer near his time, that it is not wonderful that his 
opinions should be appealed to by those who have 
entered into the various discussions on the subject. 
And his language has just so much of ambiguity 
about it as to allow of hanging upon it a more exact 
and positive meaning than he ever thought of. Every 
sentence, and almost every word therefore, requires 
to be well weighed, that we may come at his real 
meaning. And we must bear in mind that he wrote 
hundreds of years before any controversy had arisen 
on the subject, and consequently is not to be judged 
of as though he had written since. 


There are two or three important passages which 
bear directly on the subject, and I do not know how 
to do justice to it without giving them at length. 

| N 
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The first I shall take is that in the fifth book', where 
he is combating the Gnostic notion that the flesh is 
incapable of salvation. His words are as follows :— 


“And altogether absurd are they who despise the 
whole of the divine arrangement, and deny the sal- 
vation of the flesh, and reject its regeneration, say- 
ing that it is not capable of immortality. But if 
it is not saved, then the Lord did not redeem us by 
his blood ; nor is the cup of the Eucharist the com- 
munion of his blood, nor the bread which we break 
the communion of his body. For there is no blood, 
except from veins and flesh, and the rest of man’s 
substance, in which the Word of God was truly 
made. With his blood he redeemed us; as also his 
apostle saith : in whom we have redemption through his 
blood, even the remission of sins. And since we are his 
members, and are nourished by the creature, and he 


?'V. ii. 2. Vani autem omnimodo, qui universam dispositionem 
Dei contemnunt, et carnis salutem negant, et regenerationem 
ejus spernunt, dicentes non eam capacem esse incorruptibilitatis. 
Si autem non salvetur hec, videlicet nec Dominus sanguine suo 
redemit nos; neque calix Eucharistise communicatio sanguinis 
ejus est, neque panis quem frangimus communicatio corporis 
ejus est. Sanguis enim non est, nisi a venis et carnibus, et a 
reliqua quze est secundum hominem substantia, qua vere factum 
est Verbum Dei. Sanguine suo redemit nos, qaemadmodum et 
Apostolus ejus ait: “In quo habemus redemptionem per san- 
guinem ejus, remissionem peccatorum.” Et éxeedy péAn abrov 
éoper, wal dia ric xricewc rpepdpeBa, riy dé arlow huiv abrag 
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himself gives us the creature, making his sun to rise 
and sending rain as it pleaseth him, he has recog- 
nised the cup of the creature for his own blood, 
with which he tinges (Sever) our blood, and the bread 
of the creature he has ordained to be his own body, 
by which he strengthens our body. 


“Since, therefore, both the mingled cup and the 
created bread receive the word of God, and the 
Eucharist becomes the blood and body of Christ, 
and by these the substance of our flesh gains strength 
and subsists, how can they say that the flesh is not 
capable of the gift of God, which is eternal life, 
when it is nourished by the body and blood of the 
Lord, and is his member? As St. Paul saith: For 
we are members of his body, of his flesh, and of hts 
bones: not saying these things of some spiritual and 
invisible man (for the spirit has neither flesh nor 


wapéxet, rov ftor abrod dvaréAdwy cai Bptywy xabioc Povderar” 
To &x0 rijc kricewe workpwory alua idwv dporgynee, & ov ro hyé- 
repov dever alpa, cal row d&xd ric Krivewe Gprov tdwy copa deBe- 
Pawearo, ag’ ov ra hucrepa avec siepara.—3. ‘Oxdre ob» cad ro 
Kexpapievov wrorhptoy cal 6 yeyormc Gprog érideyerat row AGyov row 
Ocov, sail ylvera: h ebyaptoria copa Xprorov, éx rovrwy dé avia 
kal ouvicrara # ric capKoc hwy Uxdoracic’ wig dexruchy jar elvac 
Aéyover ryy eapKa ric dwped¢ row Oeov, fric Eori Cw) aiwmoc, rhv 
a6 Tov cwyarog Kal aiparoc rov Kupiov rpepoperny, cat peédoc ab- 
rov vrapyovoay ; Ka0wc 6 paxdpwoc TlavAdc gyno, év rH axpdc 
"Epeciove éxcorodn® Sri pédn éopey rov owparoc, Ex Tig capKdc 
abrov cat ex rev doréwy abrov' ob wepi xvevparmKoU Tivog Kai 
doparov &vOpexov A€ywr ravra, (ro yap xvevpa ovre Goréa, obTE 
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bones) ; but concerning the divine work in the real 
man, consisting of flesh and veins and bones; which is 
also nourished from his cup, which is his blood, and 
is strengthened by the bread, which is his body. And 
as the wood of the vine, bent down into the earth, 
in its proper season bears fruit, and the grain of 
wheat, falling into the earth and becoming dissolved, 
rises manifold through the Spirit of God, which takes 
in all things; and then, through the wisdom of God, 
having come to the use of men, and having received 
the word of God, becomes the Eucharist, which is 
the body and blood of Christ; so also our. bodies, 
being nourished by it, and being deposited in the 
earth and dissolved in it, will rise again in due sea- 
son, the word of God granting to them resurrection 
to the glory of God, even the Father.” 


® 


In the beginning of this passage we have an ex- 


oapca éxet) &AAQ wepi ric Kara roy aAnOcvoy GvOpwror oixovoplac, 
Tiic EK capkog Kai vevpwy cai coTéwy ovveoTwonc’ Aric Kai Ex Tov 
xornpiou abrov, 6 gor ro alua abrov, rpéperat, Kai ex rov dprov, & 
dort rd copa abrov, avierat. cal Syxep rpdxov ro ‘EbNoy rij ap- 
néhov k\Bev cic ryy yijy re idly Katpp Exaprogddpyge, cai 6 KUKKoc 
rou sirov reowy sic Thy yijv, Kai CcaduGelc, oANooTOG EyEpON Cra Tov 
wvevparog rov Oeov, rov ovvéxorroc Ta WavTa’ Ewerra de dea Tic Go- 
giacg rov Geoi tic xpijoww éEOdvra dvOpexwy, cal xpoocdapBarvdpeva 
rov Adyuy rov Oeov, evyapioria yiverat, Owep éori cHpa xal alua 
rov Xpiorov' obrwe cai ra ipérepa owpara é& abrijc rpegopeva, 
kai reQévra cic ray vii, cal dtadvOévra éy airy, avaornaerae év 
ty idly catpp, Tov Adyou rov Oeov ry Eyepory abroic yapeLopevov 


tic ddkay Ocov xui warpoc. 


NO TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 181 


plicit acknowledgment that it is in some way or 
another in the real body and blood of Christ that we 
communicate in the Eucharist; and I am willing to 
grant that the whole passage, on a cursory reading, 
might be taken to imply that the bread and wine 
was changed into the literal body and blood of Christ ; 
for he appears to speak of our corporeal frames being 
literally sustained by the .body and blood of our 
Lord. But when we find him speaking of the ne- 
cessity of our bodily frames being sustained by him- 
self, arising out of the fact that we, even our bodies, 
are his members, we see immediately that, as we 
cannot be literally and corporeally his members, so 
the change of the bread into his body, and that of 
the wine into his blood, in order to nourish our 
bodies’ with himself, cannot be a literal and corporeal 
change. And so he does not say that Jesus effected 
any such change, but simply that he recognized 
the cup for his blood, and ordained the bread to be 
his body *. 


* Tertullian, who uses this selfsame argument against the 
Gnostics, expressly calls the bread the representation of Christ's 
body ; arguing that if Christ had no real body, there could have 
been no representation or figure of it.—Contra Marcionem, IV. 
40. Acceptum panem et distributum discipulis corpus suum 
illum fecit, ‘ Hoc est corpus meum’ dicendo, id est, figura corporis 
mei: figura autem non fuisset, nisi veritatis esset corpus. ... . 
Sic et in calicis mentione testamentum constituens sanguine suo 
obsignatum, substantiam corporis confirmavit : nullius enim cor- 
poris sanguis potest esse, nisi carnis.—See likewise Bishop 
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Before I attempt to draw out any other of the 
opinions implied in this passage, I will go to another 
contained in the fourth book*. It is this :— 


“Since, therefore, the Church offers with single- 
ness of heart, its sacrifice is rightly accounted pure 
with God. As also Paul saith to the Philippians: 
For I am filled with those things which I have received 
from Epaphroditus, which were sent by you, a sweet 
savour, an acceptable sacrifice, well pleasing to God. 
For it is our duty to make an offering to God, and 
in all things to be found grateful to God our Maker, 
offering to him the first fruits of his creatures with 
@ pure mind and unfeigned faith, in hope unshaken, 
in fervent charity. And this oblation the Church 
alone offers pure to the Creator, offering to him of 
his own work with giving of thanks. But the Jews 


Kaye's Tertullian (p. 454, note 187, of the second ee for 
other passages. 

* IV. xviii. 4. Quoniam igitur cum simplicitate Ecclesia sie 
juste munus ejus purum sacrificium apud Deum deputatum est. 
Quemadmodum et Paulus Philippensibus ait: ‘“‘ Repletus sum 
acceptis ab Epaphrodito, quee a vobis missa sunt, odorem suavi- 
tatis, hostiam acceptabilem, placentem Deo.” Oportet enim nos 
oblationem Deo facere, et in omnibus gratos inveniri Fabricatori 
Deo, in sententia pura et fide sine hypocrisi, in spe firma, in 
dilectione ferventi, primitias earum, que sunt ejus, creaturarum 
offerentes. Et hanc oblationem Ecclesia sola puram offert Fabri- 
catori, offerens ei cum gratiarum actione ex creatura ejus. Judai 
autem non offerunt: manus enim eorum sanguine plenz sunt; non 
enim receperunt Verbum, quod [or per quod] offertur Deo. Sed 
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do not offer it; for their hands are full of blood; for 
they did not receive the Word, who is offered to 
God [or through whom the offering is made to God], 
neither indeed do all the assemblies of the heretics. 
. . . « « How, indeed, can they feel assured that the 
bread over which thanksgiving is made, is the body 
of their Lord, and the cup that of his blood, if they 
do not call himself the Son of the Creator of the 
world, that is, his Word, by whom the wood bears 
fruit, and the springs gush forth, and the earth 
affords first the blade, after that the ear, then the 
full corn in the ear ? 


“And how, again, can they say that the flesh, 
which is sustained by the body of the Lord and by 
his blood, turns to corruption, and partakes not of 
life? Either let them alter their view, or let them 


neque omnes heereticorum synagogee. Alii enim alterum preter 
fabricatorem dicentes Patrem, ea que secundum nos creata sunt, 
offerentes ei, cupidum alieni ostendunt eum, et aliena concupi- 
scentem. Qui Vero ex defectione et ignorantia et passione 
dicunt facta ea, quai sunt secundum nos; ignorantis, passionis, 
et defectionis fructus offerentes, peccant in Patrem suum, con- 
tumeliam facientes magis ei, quam gratias agentes. Quomodo 
autem constabit eis, eum panem in quo gratize actz sint corpus 
esse Domini sui, et calicem sanguinis ejus, si non ipsum Fabri- 
catoris mundi Filium dicant, id est, Verbum ejus, per quod lig- 
~ num fructificat, et defluunt fontes, et terra dat primum quidem 
foenum, post deinde spicam, deinde plenum triticum in spica ?— 
5. [ee autem rv odpxa Aéyovor ele POopay ywpety, cal pr) per- 


éxecy ric Cwic, ryv axo rov owparoc rov Kuplov xal rov aiparoc 
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decline to offer the before-mentioned gifts. But our 
view harmonizes with the Eucharist, and the Eucha- 
rist again confirms our view: and we offer to him his 
own, making a corresponding profession of commu- 
pion and union, and acknowledging the resurrection 
of flesh and spirit. For as the bread which comes 
from the earth, receiving the invocation of God, is 
no longer common bread, but Eucharist, consisting 
of two things, an earthly and a heavenly, so also our 
bodies, partaking of the Eucharist, are no longer 
corruptible, having the hope of the resurrection to 
eternity. For we offer to him, not as though he 
needed, but giving thanks to his Divine Majesty, 
and sanctifying the work of his hands.” 


To understand this passage more completely, it 
will be necessary to go back a little. Trenzus is 
showing, contrary to the Gnostic doctrine, that the 


abrov rpepopérny ; 7 rhy yvepny adAalarwoay, 4 ro xpodépery ra 
cipnuéva waparreicOwoay, ‘Hpuoy d€ cipguvoc h yvepn ry ebya- 
peorig, cai 4 ebyaporia rursus GeBawi ryyv yropny nostram : xpoo- 
gépopey cé abr ra ida, Eupedoe korvwriay cal Evwory awayyédr- 
Aovrec, Kal cpodoyourres oapKkoc Kai wvevparog Eyeporw. ‘Og yap 
Gxo yii¢ Gprog wpoodapBavdpuevoc riy ExxAnow rov Qeov, odcére 
kowocg proc éeriv, GAN’ ebyaptoria, & duo xpayparwy cureorn- 
xvia, éxcyelov re xal obpaviov' otrwe Kaira cwpara jyiey pera- 
AapPavorra rig ebyapworiag, pyxére elvac g0apra, ry édaida riic 
tic alavac avacracews Exovra.—6. Offerimus enim ci, non quasi 
indigenti, sed gratias agentes dominationi ejus, et sanctificantes 
creaturam. 
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Old and New Covenants emanate from one and the 
same God, adopting different methods at different 
periods of the world. He points out, therefore, that 
the offerings of the law of Moses were not intended 
to be permanent, and that, even under the law, God 
undervalued sacrifice as compared with obedience. 
He then goes on to affirm‘ that the prophecy of 
Malachi that sacrifices should cease, and that not- . 
withstanding a pure offering should throughout the 
world be offered to the name of God, was fulfilled in 
the Eucharist; for he informs us that Jesus, “ in- 
structing his disciples to offer to God the first 
fruits of his creatures (not as though he needed, but 
that they might not be unfruitful or ungrateful), 
took the created thing, bread, and gave thanks, say- 
ing, ‘This is my body; and likewise the cup of the 
earthly creature he acknowledged as his blood, and 
taught them the new offering of the New Testa- 
ment; which the Church, receiving from the Apos- 
tles, offers throughout the world to God,—to him 


4 1V. xvii. 5. Sed et suis discipulis dans consilium primitias 
Deo offerre ex suis creaturis (non quasi indigenti, sed ut ipsi nec 
infructuosi nec ingrati sint), eum, qui ex creatura panis est, ac- 
cepit, et gratias egit, dicens: ‘* Hoc est corpus meum;” et calicem 
similiter, qui est ex ea creatura que est secundum nos, suum 
sanguinem confessus est, et novi Testamenti novam docuit obla- 
tionem ; quam ecclesia ab apostolis accipiens, in universo mundo 
offert Deo,—ei, qui alimenta nobis prestat, primitias suorum 
munerum. 
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who affords us our sustenance, the first fruits of his 
gifts.” 


Here we see very distinctly what is the offering 
which the Church offers in the Lord’s Supper, viz. 
the creatures or elements of bread and wine, pre- 
sented as the first fruits of his gifts, and as a thank- 
offering to him for the rest’. 


The same idea appears again in a fragment edited 
by Pfaff *:— 


“For we offer to God the bread and the cup of 


* Clement of Rome and Justin Martyr exhibit the same view. 
Clem. R. ad Corr. 1. 40. Lavra rakes xoueivy dpeidopev, 50a 6 
Acoworne émcredety ExéAevaev" Kara Kaipoug reraypévoug Tac TE Tpoo- 
gopac Kat NEtroupyiac éxtreAcioOac.—And to show what kind of 
offering is spoken of in connection with the Aurovpyia, take the 
following passage from § 44. ‘Apapria yap ob puxpa hpir Eorac, 
éay rove apéuxtwe Kal doiwe mpocevéyxovrac rd dupa rij¢ "Exioxo- 
wig GroBadwper, 

Justin is more express: Dial. cum Tryph. 41. Mept dé ray év 
ravri roxy vd’ huwy rev eOvav xpoogepoptvwy avrg Ovowy, rour- 
éore Tov aprov ric evyapcoriac Kai rov xornpiov dpoiwe Tij¢ evya- 
peoriag, And again § 117. “Ore per ody cai ebyai cal ebyaproriat 
vro ray aliwy yivdpevac réAcae povat cai ebdpecroi ciow ry Oey 
Oveiat, cal abrog gnpe’ raira ydp pdva xal Xproriavol xapéAaGor 
wolety, Kai ex’ avapyyoet O€ Tic rpodiic avrav Enpac re cal bypac, 
éy 9 xal rov rabouc 6 xéxovBe be abrov 6 Bede rov Oeov péprynrac. 

* Trenei Scripta Anecdota, Frag. 2. p. 29. Acdre cai } xpoe- 
popa riic evxaptoriag otk EoTt capxtcn adAa wrevparixy, Kal év 


roury KxaBapa. [Ipocpépopey yap ry Sep roy dproy Kai ro 
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blessing, giving thanks to him, because he hath com- 
manded the earth to bring forth fruits for our use; 
and then having performed the offering, we invoke 
the Holy Spirit that he would render this sacrifice, 
even the bread, the body of Christ, and the cup the 
blood of Christ ; so that those who partake of these 
figures may obtain remission of sins and eternal life. 
Those, therefore, who bring these offerings with re- 
membrance of the Lord, make no approach to the 
opinions of the Jews, but, performing a spiritual ser- 
vice, shall be called children of wisdom.” 


There is something more definite in this passage 
than in the allusions in the Treatise against the 
Heresies, but the spirit is precisely similar; and it is 
remarkable,—more remarkable than where he is not 
professing to give details, that there is no mention 
of more than one offering, namely, that of the ele- 
ments, which, and which alone, are called by the 


name of @ucia. 


worhptov rij¢ evrAoylac, evyaptorovrrec abe, Ore Ty YN eKédev- 
cev Ekpvout Tovg Kapwovg TovTouc eic Tpodiy Hperépay. Kal 
évravOa rv xpoogopay redéoarrec Exxadovpev ro Hyvevpa ro 
&ytor, Sxwe drogyvy ry Ovoiay ravrny Kal rov aprov cepa rob 
Xprorov, kat rd xoripioy rd alua rov Xptorov' iva ot peradaPovrec 
rovrwy tay dvririxwy rig dpecewc rev dpaprioy cai rij¢ Cwiic 
aiwviov rixwoww. Oi oy ravrac rac mpoogopac Ey ry dvapyhoe 
rov Kupliou a&yorrec ob roicg réy ‘Tovdaiwy ddypuct xpocépxorrat, 
GAG Tvevparude Aetroupyourrec rij¢ coplac viot KANOHoorvrat. 
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When, however, we come back to the second pas- 
sage I have translated, we find one clause’ in which 
there is a various reading, where those which are 
acknowledged to be the best MSS. speak of the 
Word (i.e. the personal Word, Jesus Christ regarded 
especially in his divine nature,) as offered to God in 
the Eucharist, and the Jews are affirmed to be in- 
capable of offering the oblation in it because they 
did not receive him. Now it is no doubt possible 
that Ireneus may have intended to speak of a spiri- 
tual offering up of our Lord with the oblation, i. e. 
of an offering of it in and through him; but that is 
all that can be implied, for there is no hint whatever 
of the repetition of the sacrifice of atonement for 
the remission of sins. The only offering is before 
the invocation of the Holy Ghost; and it is only 
after that invocation that the elements are to be 
regarded as the body and blood of Christ, eapable of 
communicating remission of sins. If, therefore, ac- 
cording to him, there is any offering up of our Lord, 
it must be with the oblation of the material elements, 
to render that thank-offering acceptable. 


But there is another reading ° which is more con- 
sonant with other passages, and therefore probably 
to be preferred; viz. that which represents “the 


* Judzi autem non offerunt: . . . . non enim receperunt Ver- 
bum quod offertur Deo. See p. 182. 
*——Verbum, per quod offertur Deo. 
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Word” as the Mediator or Propitiation through whom 
the oblation is made. We have that idea distinctly 
expressed in a former passage ’, in which he speaks, 
in reference to this very text of Malachi, of the 
Church as offering through Jesus Christ; and it is 
implied in the Fragment, in which he speaks of our 
offering these things “with remembrance (ev ty ava- 
pvnoe) of the Lord’.” 


But whichever reading we take, there is no foun- 
dation for the idea of a propitiatory sacrifice of Christ 
under the figure and appearance of the consecrated 
elements. 


Both this latter quotation from the “ Heresies” 
and the Fragment are opposed to the notion of any 
substantial change in the elements. The former 
speaks of the bread after consecration as “ not com- 
mon bread,” implying that it is still bread, although 


* LV. xvii. 6. Quoniam ergo nomen Filii proprium Patris est, 
et in Deo omnipotente per Jesum Christum offert Ecclesia, bene 
ait secundum utraque: ‘“ Et in omni Joco incensum offertur 
nomini meo et sacrificum purum.” Incensa autem Joannes in 
Apocalypsi orationes esse ait sanctorum. 

» Jaetin Martyr again: (Dial. 117.) Wdvrac oby of did rov 
ovoparog robrov Buvaiac &¢ rapédwxer "Inovic 6 Xpiordc yivecOat 
[xpoogépovery must be introduced either here or further on], 
rouréorty éxt ry evyaptorig rou dprov Kal rov wornpiov, rd¢ év 
xavri rory rie yilc yivopevac tro rav Xptorcavey, xpocrawy 6 
Oeoc paprupe’ evapéorove Urapxey air”. 


190 NO TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 


adapted to a sacred and mysterious use; and as 
“consisting of two things, an earthly and a heavenly” 
(meaning probably the elements themselves and the 
body and blood of Christ), whereas the notion of 
transubstantiation requires that there should be 
nothing of the earthly really left after the conse- 
cration. -The fragment still more explicitly calls 
them figures at the very time that we partake of 
them. It is true that the view of Ireneus differs 
equally from ordinary Protestant notions, and indeed 
is more positive than that of the English Church ; 
but we are to bear in mind that the Fathers did not 
always speak with logical accuracy. Their language 
has been brought forward in support of the theory 
of transubstantiation, and therefore it has become 
necessary to show that they did not write on that 
theory. It is not equally requisite that we should 
be able to construct a theory which shall explain all 
the figurative and imaginative language in which 
they expressed their faith in the real presence of 
Christ in the Sacrament. Irensus certainly taught 
this doctrine, and that is enough for us of the Church 
of England, who do not concern ourselves to ex- 
plain the manner of his presence. Some of us may 
agree with his manner of expressing it, but we 
do not require of others that they should agree with 
him. 


7 IV. xviii. 5. See p. 184, note. 
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We cannot complete our view of the opinions of 
Treneeus in regard to the Eucharist without advert- 
ing to his ideas on the consecration of the elements. 
This he describes in various ways,. sometimes attri- 
buting it to the word of God’, sometimes to the 
tnvocation of God *, sometimes to the invocation of the 
Holy Ghost*. But all these may be reconciled, if 
we consider them to be allusions to various portions 
of the consecration prayer. There is such a form 
left in the Apostolical Constitutions, with which all 
the four ancient liturgies exhibited by Brett and 
Palmer coincide, viz. the Roman, the Oriental, the 
Egyptian, and the Gallican. Now all these forms 
contain a recital of the words of institution, which 
may not unfitly be called the word of God, and an 
invocation of God to send down his Holy Spirit upon 
the gifts, to consecrate them to be the body and 
blood of Christ, which may be called either an invo- 
cation of God or an invocation of the Holy Ghost. Is 
it not therefore most probable that Irenzus alludes 
to this prayer, which must have been used in very 
early ages, for its leading features to be found thus 
spread throughout the world? The expressions, 
therefore, which he uses, though various and distinct, 
are not contrary or contradictory: they allude to 
various portions of the same form. 


* V. ii. 3. * TV. xviii. 5. 
* See the Fragment, p. 186, note °. 
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It is worthy of observation, however, that this 
attributing of the consecration to these different 
things is contrary to the modern doctrine of transub- 
stantiation, which attributes it to one and one only, 
viz. the recital of the words of institution: This ts 
my body, This is my blood. 


There is another passage which proves that no 
transubstantiation was then thought of; viz. the 
fragment °*, which appears likely to have been a part 
of the account of the persecutions at Lyons. We 
there read that the heathen tortured the slaves of 
some Christians, in order to extort from them some- 
thing which might serve as a colour for the severities 
they exercised upon them; and that the slaves, “not 
knowing what to say to please their tormentors, 
except what they had heard from their masters, that 
the Holy Communion was the blood and body of 
Christ, and thinking that it was really flesh and 
blood, told this to those who were questioning them.” 
Now it appears very clear that language such as 
this could scarcely have been used by a person who 
thought that the sacred elements had become really 
flesh and blood, which is the doctrine of transub- 
stantiation ; although it might be employed with per- 
fect consistency by those who believed in a real 
mysterious presence of them in the Holy Commu- 


* See p. 72, note °. 
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nion, without any change in the nature of the ele- 
ments. 


Massuet’ brings forward, in support of the doc- 
trine of transubstantiation, the fact that the Mar- 
cosians pretended, by magical rites, to effect a 
change of the wine into blood. As they professed 
to produce a substantial change, he infers that the 
Church must have really produced such a change. 
But the inference is far from being a sound one; for 
as magical rites are invented to pander to the appe- 
tite of the ignorant for something supernatural, so 
it is most probable that a pretender of this descrip- 
tion, who wished to set up for something superior 
to the clergy, should profess to do something more 
wonderful than they; that whereas they effected 
none but a mystical change, he should pretend to a 
literal one. And this no doubt is the history of 
transubstantiation. It is the attempt of unspiritual 
minds to raise the wonder of the sacred mysteries 
to the highest pitch, forgetful meanwhile of the spi- 
ritual objects of them. The doctrine is eminently 
a carnal doctrine. 


” Diss. III. § 76. See the passage quoted below, p. 200, 
note ’, 


CHAPTER XIV. 


ON JUSTIFICATION. 


THOSE scholastical discussions on the nature of justi- 
fication with which we have become familiar had 
not arisen when Irenseus wrote, and consequently 
we cannot expect him to speak with the precision 
to which we are accustomed. Still there are some 
principal points upon which, simply following the 
Scriptures, he is practically clear. 


He teaches, for instance, that men are not justified 
in themselves, but by the coming of Christ’, and 


‘IV. xxvii. 2, Quemadmodum enim illi (the Patriarchs and 
just men of old) non imputabant nobis incontinentias nostras, 
quas operati sumus, priusquam Christus in nobis manifestaretur ; 
sic et nos non est justum imputare ante adventum Christi his qui 
peccaverunt. Omnes enim homines egent gloria Dei; justifi- 
cantur autem non a semetipsis, sed a Domini adventu, qui inten- 
dunt (probably of xaravootpevor; see I. ii. 3, where the Old 
Translator renders caravoncacay by cum intendisset) lumen ejus. 
Et illis quidem curatio et remissio peccatorum mors Domini fuit. 
—In IV. vi. 5. the opposite to intendunt lumen is fugiunt lumen. 
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more explicitly, by the obedience of Christ *; whence 
we may fairly conclude that he would place the 
meritorious cause of justification in Christ: and as he 
connects justification with remission of sins*, and 
remission of sins with the cross and death of Christ *, 
he would no doubt trace our justification to the 
death of Christ on the cross. 


In the same general manner he teaches that faith 
justifies man *, speaking particularly of Abraham, to 


7 III. xviii. 7. Oportebat enim eum qui inciperet occidere 
(4xoxraveiy péAAy—occisurus esset) peccatum, et mortis reum 
redimere hominem, id ipsum fieri quod erat ille, id est, hominem : 
qui a peccato quidem in servitium tractus fuerat, a morte vero 
tenebatur, ut peccatum ab homine interficeretur, et homo exiret a 
morte. “Qoewep yap dia rjc wapaxoijc row évoc dvOpwxov, rov xpe- 
Two €« yij¢ dvepydorov xexAaopévov, duaprwrol xareoraOneay ot 
woAnol, kat dxéBarov riy Cwhv’ ovrwe Edee Kal Oe UxaKoRe Evd¢ 
dvOpwrov, rov xperwc ex xapOévou yeyernpévov, dcxawOHrvat *oA- 
Aove cal drokaBety ryv owrnpiay. Sic igitur Verbum Dei homo 
factus est. 

7 IV, xxvii. 2. 

‘Ibid. et V. xvii. 8. Uti quemadmodum per lignum facti 
sumus debitores Deo, per lignum accipiamus nostri debiti remis- 
sionem. us : : 

‘IV. v. 5. Propheta ergo cum esset Abraham, et videret in 
Spiritu diem adventus Domini et passionis dispositionem, per 
quem ipse quoque et omnes qui, similiter ut ipse credidit, cre- 
dunt Deo salvari inciperent (owZeo8at peAXwor—salvandi essent), 
exsultavit vehementer. Non incognitus igitur erat Dominus 
Abrahe, cujus diem concupivit videre: sed neque Pater Domini; 
didicerat enim a Verbo Domini, et credidit ei: quapropter et 
deputatum est ei ad justitiam a Domino. Fides enim, que est 


0 2 
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whom he attributes faith in Christ. He appears 
likewise to express faith, in another passage, by 
attending to the light of Christ®; but as the pas- 
sage does not exist in the Greek, we cannot be quite 
certain what is its real meaning. Now although he 
says here that faith justifies, and elsewhere that our 
faith is our own’, because it springs from our own 
will and choice, yet it is plain, from the previous 
paragraph, that he simply means that faith is the 
qualification for justification. 


Again, where Irenzeus says that man is justified 
by the moral law, which those who were justified by 
faith before the giving of the Law observed*; and 
again, quoting the text: “Offer unto God the sacri- 
fice of praise, and pay thy vows unto the Most 
High; and call upon me in the day of trouble, and 
I will deliver thee, and thou shalt glorify me;” de- 
clares that God rejected the sacrifices and cere- 
monies by which the Jews thought to obtain remis- 
sion of sins, and taught them these things (contained 


ad Deum altissimum, justificat hominem ; et propter hoc dicebat : 
“‘Extendam manum meam ad Deum altissimum, qui constituit 
coelum et terram.”’ 

* IV. xxvii. 2, supra. 

"IV. xxxvii. 5. Et non tantum in operibus sed etiam in fide 
liberum et suz potestatis arbitrium hominis servavit Dominus, 
dicens: ‘‘Secundum fidem tuam fiet tibi;” propriam fidem ho- 
minis ostendens, quoniam propriam habet sententiam. 

* IV. xiii. 1. See p. 117, note ’. 
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in that text) by which man is justified, and draws 
nigh to God *: in these passages Irenzeus no doubt 
intends to say nothing more or less than St. James 
does where he declares that man is justified by works. 
If any one regards Ireneeus as contradicting the true 
doctrine of justification by faith, he must conceive 
that St. James equally contradicts it; and the same 
considerations which explain St. James will equally 
explain Ireneeus. 


I may remark, moreover, in a matter confessedly 
not admitting of absolute demonstration, that Ire- 
neus appears to use justification in what is com- 
monly called the forensic sense, and as taking its date 
from the act of the soul, by which it receives and 
embraces the divine light, and as being kept up and 
renewed by acts of thanksgiving and calling upon 


° IV. xvii. 1. Deinde ne quis putet, propterea quod irasceretur, 
eum recusare hec (i. e. the sacrifices of the Law), infert, consi- 
hum ei dans: “ Immola Deo sacrificium laudis et redde Altis- 
simo vota tua; et invoca me in die tribulationis tuz, et eripiam 
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te, et glorificabis me:” illa quidem, per que putabant peccantes 
propitiari Deum, abnuens ; hec autem, per que justificatur homo 
et appropinquat Deo, hortatur et admonet.——He _ elsewhere 
(IV. vi. 5.) affirms that “to believe in Christ is to do his will.” 
Et ad hoc Filium revelavit Pater, ut per eum omnibus manifes- 
tetur, et eos quidem qui credunt ei justi [justos illos qui ei cre- 
dunt] in incorruptionem et in sternum refrigerium recipiat (cre- 
dere autem ei est facere ejus voluntatem); eos autem, qui non 
credunt, et propter hoc fugiunt lumen ejus, in tenebras quas ipsi 


sibi elegerint juste recludet. 


198 JUSTIFICATION. 


God and dependence upon him, and observance of 
the moral law. But I have no wish to insist con- 
troversially upon these conclusions, 


CHAPTER XV. 


ON CEREMONIES, USAGES, AND FORMS OF WORDS. 


THE object of the Great Treatise of Irenzus, which 
is almost the whole that remains to us of his writings, 
being to refute doctrinal error, things of a ceremonial 
and ritual nature can be introduced only incidentally. 
It is interesting however to trace those fragments 
of the external system of the Church which have 
dropped from the pen of the writer whilst thinking 
chiefly of other matters. 


We find then that he alludes to the command- 
ments of God as being ten in number, and as being 
divided into two tables': but he asserts, conform- 
ably to the opinion of Josephus* and Philo’, that 


1 II. xxiv. 4, Unaqueeque tabula, quam accepit a Deo, pree- | 
cepta habebat quinque. 

* Antig. III. vi. 5. Tac dvo rddxac, év ale rove déca Adyouc 
auyyeypagOar cup eBhner, ava xévre yey ele Exarépay, 

* De Decalogo, cited by Feuardent in Joco. 
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each table contained five commandments. On the 
other hand Hesychius‘*, Origen *, Ambrose *, and 
Procopius’ reckon them as we do. The division 
into three and five, followed by the Roman Church, 
does not appear earlier than Augustine ®. There is 
however sufficient diversity to prevent our insisting 
much on our division. It must be observed, how- 
ever, that Josephus ° and (I believe) Philo reckon the 
commandments individually exactly as we do, and 
not as the Romanists. 


We have several allusions to the form observed 
at the Holy Communion. We find that the cup 
contained water mixed with wine’; that a form of 
invocation was used, which the heretics imitated ? ; 
that the term eyapioriw (to give thanks) had become 


* Cited by Feuardent. 

* Hom. 8. in cap. xx. Exodi, cited by Massuet in loco. 

* Cited by Feuardent. 7 Cited ibid. 

* Quest. 71. in Exodum, cited ibid. * Antiq. III. v. 5. 

TV. xxxiii, 2, Dominus... .. accipiens panem, suum 
corpus esse confitebatur, et temperamentum calicis suum san- 
guinem confirmavit. 

V. ii. 3. Kal ro xexpapévov rorfjpioy cai 6 yeyorme aproc éme- 
O&xerat Tov Adyoy rov Ocov, kai yiverat } evyaptoria aopa Xpiorou" 
éx rourwy de aviet xal ovvlorarat f rij¢ capKoc Huey UrdoTacic. 

7 I. xiii. 2. Worjpia otvy xexpapéva mpocroovpevog ebvya- 
proreiv, Kai Ext wAEoy Exreivwy Tov Adyov Tig ETUACEWC, TOPOU- 
pea xai épvOpa avagalvecBac rot’ (He is speaking of Marcus, 
the Gnostic) w&¢ doxeiy rv aro ray tmép ra Aa Xapey ro aipa 


x € ae a4 r) a) ry ~ ~ 
TO Eaurijc order ev rp Exelyw nOTNpig Oa Tic ExtKANoEws avrou, 
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technical, and signified to consecrate® ; that the ex- 
pression for ever and ever occurred in the Eucha- 
ristical form *, which shows that a settled form had 
become customary in his time; and that Christians 
sounded Amen all together®. The Eucharist was 
sent from one bishop to another, in token of com- 
munion and amity °. ; 


We find, too, that the same pharisaical spirit, 
which now keeps many from communion, because 
others come to it in hypocrisy, had the selfsame 


effect in his time’. 


There seems, in some of the practices of the 
Gnostics, to have been an imitation of the anointing 
at baptism or confirmation practised in the Church °. 


There are several allusions to the practice of pub- 


* Ibid. 

4 1. iii, 1. "AAAG Kai Hyde Emit rij¢ ebyaptoriag A€yovrac’ Eic¢ 
aiwvac ray ailwywy K. 7r. A. 
ro ’Apijy opov AEyorrwv Huey K.T. A. 





* I. xiv. 1. 

* Fragm. iii. See p. 45, note *. 

’ IIL. xi. 9. Infelices vere, qui pseudoprophetze quidem esse 
volunt, propheticam vero gratiam repellunt ab ecclesia; similia 
patientes his qui, propter eos qui in hypocrisi veniunt, etiam a 
fratrum communicatione se abstinent. 

* I. xxi. 3. Kal ravra pev extdéyovoww ot abroi redovrrec’ 0 
d€ rereAcopevocg amwoxpiverac’ "Eornpcypac xai Aedurpwpat x. 7. A.— 
"Execra pupilovoe roy reredeopévoy rye omg Te ard (adodpou" 


.) a - ~ Ld - a 9 , ac 
TO ‘yap pupoy rovro ruroy Tic UREp Tit GAa Evwoiag elvat A€youery. 
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lic confession and penance, as a customary and esta- 
blished part of discipline. In some cases it was 


voluntary ’. 


It was the established custom not to kneel in 
prayer on the Lord’s day, or during the whole season 
from Easter to Whitsuntide, which was called Pen- 
tecost '. 


° I. xiii. 5. “Ore dé piArpa xaidywyipa, xpoc ro cai roic cwpa- 
ow abrav évuBpiley, éurrocet ovrog 6 Mdpxog éviatc réy yuvaxey, 
el kat pr) waoatc, avrat woAAaKiC Emcorpéeacat cic Ty ExxAnoiay 
rov Ocov éLwuoroyhoavro, cai cara TO cpa IyypewoOat ix’ abrod, 
kal Epwrikwg wavy abroy TEepiryxévar’ Sore Kai c.axovdy Tiva Tey 
év rq ‘Avig ray typerépwv, dxodetapevor avroy cic roy olxov avrou, 
WEPtHEGELY TaUTY TH oupdopg, rijc yuvaxog abrov eveccovg vrap- 
xovong, kal ry yvwpny cal ro oda dtapBapelone ro rot payou 
rourov, kal éaxodovOnoaone abrg wohMAg THE xpdry. Ewetra, pera 
woddov Kdwou TWH AdeAguy ExtorpevarTwy, au’ri) roy dxavra xpo- 
vow éLopodoyoupéyn CuréXeoe, wevOovca cal Opnvovea ég’ y Eraber 
urd rov pdyov c.agpBopg. III. iv. 3. Képéwy d& 6 xpo Map- 
Kiwvoc, Kal abrog Exi'Yylvov, dc hy Evarog éExioxonog, cic THY Ex- 
KAnoiay éAOwy, Kai élopodoyoupervoc, otrwe dueréAeoe, Wore pey 
Aabpodidacxadwy, wore cé Kady ELoporoyobpevoc, wore CE EAEY= 
xopevoc &¢' ole édidacxe xaxic, kal dqguorapevog rig rev adekpor 
cvvociac. 

" Fragm. vii. To ce év Kupracy pd cAlvew yoru, ovpPordcy 
éort rijg dvacracews, Oe ie ry Tou Xptorov yapirt, ray re duaprn- 
parwy Kai rov ex abroy reOavarwptvov Gavarov hrEvOepweOnper. 
"Ex rev axoorokudy de xpdver fh rowavrn ovynOera EXaBe rhy 
apynv’ xabwe gnaw 0 pakaptog Eipnyaioc, 6 paprup Kal ixtoxoroc 
Aovydouyou, ey rg epi rov Idacya Ady’ tv @ pépynrac cal rept 
rijc Wevrnxoorijc, évy ov Kdivouey ydvu, bxetd?) loodvyapet rq 
heepg ric Kupsaxijc, cara ryv pnOeioay wepi abrijc airiay. This 
is a quotation from the Questeones et Responswnes ad Ortho- 
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A fast before Easter was generally observed, but was 
of unequal duration, according to the choice of those 
who observed it?. The passage of Irenzeus has been 
introduced into the great controversy between those 
who assert the apostolical antiquity of the forty days’ 
season of abstinence, and those who deny it. In 
this country our great divines have taken different 
sides; Beveridge *, Patrick *, and Hooper’ uphold- 


doxos, formerly attributed to Justin Martyr, § 115. We learn 
from Basil the great, (de Spiritu Sancto, 27.) that the whole 
space from Easter to Whitsunday was called Pentecost. 

* Frag. iii. Ov yap povoy wept rife hpépag torly f apgioBh- 
rnotc, &AKa Kal wept rov eidove abrov rij¢ wnoreiac’ of per yap 
otovrac play iyuépay deity abrovg ynorever’ of dé duo, ot d& Kai 
xdelovac’ of O& reccapakorvra pac Hpepevac re cal vuKreprvac 
Cupperpover Thy yptpay atray. Kat rowavrn pey wouwAla ray émt- 
rnpovrtwy, ob viv é@ pwr yeyorvia, dAAa Kal rodv mpdrepoy 
éxt rév apo huey, roy wapa ro dxpiBec, we eixdg, KparovyTwy, 
rhy xa® adaxdornra cai ldwriopoy ovwnaay sic ro peréxecra 
wexonxdrwy. kai obdév EXarroy xadyrec ovroe eiphyevody re, Kai 
cipnvevoper xpog dAAHAove’ Kal } ctapwrla rij¢ vnoreiag rv 
opdvoay riic wiarews auvlornat. 

> Beverigii Annotationes tn Canones Apostolicos. In Can. lxix. 

Thy ayiay recoapaxoorhy. 

Codices quibus usus est Valesius, eodem modo, quo nos jam 
transcripsimus, legunt atque interpungunt....... Et huic 
quidem lectioni favit Luvopre rii¢ ebayyeducye ioropiac, in quam 
Beatus Rhenanus in pref. ad Ruffinum se incidisse refert, ubi 
hzec Ireneei verba sic citantur, seu potius explicantur: Oi pley 
yap piay povov hutpay évhorevoy, ot dé dbo, oi dé xrelovac’ of de 


* Of Fasting tn Lent, ch. xvi. p. 143. 
* Discourse of Lent, Part I. ch. 3. 
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ing it, and Morton‘, Taylor’, and Bingham * deny- 
ing it. This passage might appear to be decisive, 


pe Gpag pdvac hyepivac cal vucrepivac, Spay ayri nuépac, ynorev- 
ovrec. Quod etiam observatum est a doctissimo nostro Petro 
Gunning jam episcopo Cicestriensi in appendice ad tractatum de 
paschali jejunio. Verum multa sunt que huic lectioni refra- 
gantur. Ut alia omittam, quis miri hujus jejunii quadraginta 
horis commensurati, e veteribus presertim, meminit? Quadra- 
ginta dierum jejunio nibil in antiquis scriptoribus frequentius 
occurrit; at de quadraginta horarum jejunio altum iis silentium. 
Porro aliud quoque in his verbis, sic interpunctis, eque si non 
magis inauditum observare licet, dtem viz. quadraginta horis 
diurnis ac nocturnis commensuratum. Quo nihil absurdius ex- 
cogitari potest: ac proinde Valesius pro jpépay substituendum 
putat ynoreiay, ut non dies, sed jejunium quadraginta horis com- 
mensuretur. Hanc autem violenter introductam verborum com- 
mutationem contra unanimem omnium codicum consensum docti 
nunquam admittent ; preecipne cum e verbis ipsis, ut in omnibus 
codicibus leguntur, et in nonnullis distinguuntur, verior et ec- 
clesize primitivee ritibus magis consonus sensus elucescat: nimi- 
rum Johannes Christophorsonus et Henricus Savilius hunc Irenzi 
locum sic distinxerunt; . ... . réooapdarorvra. Spac re hpepivac 
Kal vUKTEepivacg oupperpovar Thy Nuépay abroy. Sic etiam legit et 
distinxit olim Ruffinus, qui sic vertit: ‘‘Quidam enim putant 
uno tantum die observari debere jejunium, alii duobus, alii 
vero pluribus, nonnulli etiam quadraginta; ita ut horas diurnas 
nocturnasque computantes diem statuant.” Quibus verbis nihil 
aliud indiyitatur, quam quod hi uno, illi duobus, alii pluribus, 
nonnulli etiam quadraginta diebus jejunarunt; omnes autem 
unamquamque diem, quam jejunil peregerunt, per nocturnas 
zeque ac diurnas horas emensi sunt; ut nulla hora vel diei vel 
noctis, usque ad numeri dierum, quos sibi constituerant, exitum, 
jejunium solverent. Contra hance expositionem H. Valesius duo 
objicit : primo, quod hinc necessario consequetur, eos qui x! dies 
jejunabant, toto illo tempore nihil prorsus comedisse, quando- 
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if we could be sure of the punctuation, but unhap- 
pily Ruffinus pointed it differently from all the 
MSS. of Eusebius and, I believe, Nicephorus: for 
he introduces a stop after rescapaxovra, which makes 
Ireneus distinctly affirm that in his time some fasted 
forty days, whereas the common reading makes them 
fast only forty successive hours ’. 


quidem horas tam diurnas quam nocturnas jejunio deputabant. 
Respondeo, nibil minus quam hoc ex dicta expositione consequi : 
in jejuniis enim celebrandis, presertim hoc paschali, non ab 
omni prorsus alimento, ut cuique notum est, sed a carnibus tan- 
tum vel aliis fortasse nonnullis ciborum generibus abstinebant ; 
at reliquis vesci licebat. Hoc egregie confirmatur ex concil. 
Laod. can. 50, quo dicitur det racay ry rescapaxoorny vnorevecy 
Enpopuyovvrac. Hic enim per totam quadragesimam, ac proinde 
nocturnas seque ac diurnas horas, jejunare preecipitur; et tamen 
aridis vesci permittitur ; vel potius per istius modi fnpogayiay, 
sive aridorum esum, totum hoc quadragesimale jejunium celebrari 
constituitur. Alterum, quod objicit, est, quod cum Irenzus 
dixerit, alios uno die, alios biduo, alios vero pluribus diebus 
jejunare, quid necesse est addere alios 40 dies jejunare, cum in 
eo quod plures dies dixit, quadraginta satis comprehendantur. 
Respondeo, quod etiamsi nonnullos plures quam duos dies je- 
junare dixerat, non tamen superfluum erat, eorum etiam, qui x] 
dies jejunabant, mentionem facere. Cum enim a minimo jejunio, 
viz. unius diei, inceperit, quidni in maximum quoque expresse 
desineret, ut maximus viz. dierum numerus, quem quispiam in 
jejuniis observabat, zeque ac minimus innotesceret ? 

* Catholick Appeal, II. 24. p. 304. 

’ Ductor Dubitantium, ILI. 4. p. 631. 

* Antiquities, XXI1. i. 2. 

° Post recaapaxoyra interpungunt Christophorsonus, Savilius, 
Strothius, preeeunte Ruffino, nulla codicum auctoritate. Totum 
locum of 6€ . . . . a’r#y uno tenore sine interpunctura legunt 
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It would be impossible to do justice to the subject 
without entering fully into the arguments on both 
sides ; and therefore I will confine myself to an obser- 
vation or two on the text of Ireneus. Let us then 
look at the passage according to the two methods of 
punctuation; and we shall find Irensus affirming 
according to one that those who fasted any number 
of days, from one to forty, reckoned the hours both 
of day and of night into their day; or according to 
the other that some fasted one day, some two, some 
more; and that some reckoned forty hours of day 
and night into their day. Now that any persons 
could fast forty successive days, both day and night, 
abstaining from food all the time, cannot be ima- 
gined: and if they did not abstain from food all the 
time of their fast, the mention of its continuance 
day and night would be unmeaning. 


To this argument the reply of Beveridge, as may 
be seen in note *, is, that no fast was kept strictly 
throughout the twenty-four hours by total abstinence 
from food: and he quotes the 50th Canon of Lao- 


C.F. Virgulam post ot de, item post yvcrepevac, ponunt Steph. 
A: eandem post dpac ponunt B. D. Nicephorus p’ pro reocapa- 
xovra legit, quod alterutri interpretationi favere posset :—re post 
Hpeptvac om. Steph. Stroth. A. E:—ale post vvcrepevac add. 
M. Grut. Cast.—dpac re legit c.—Burton in loco, in the last 
Oxford edition of Eusebius. C. and E. are of the tenth 
century. 
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dicea to show that the Lent fast was nothing more 
than abstaining from flesh, &c. and living upon dry 
food. But, with deference to so great a name, 
this is but begging the question. The Canon of 
Laodicea only shows what the Church required, not 
what individuals practised. And Grabe' (on this 
passage) has proved that there were anciently two 
kinds of strict fasts observed in the last week of 
Lent; one of abstinence from all food till the eve- 
ning, and then eating nothing but bread and salt 
accompanied with pure water; the other, practised 
by the more zealous, of holding over one, two, three, 
four, or six days, till the cock-crowing on Easter- 


1 Oi pév yap otovrar, &c. Similiter Seec. III. Dionysius 
Alexandrinus de jejunii Ante-Paschalis differentia scripsit in 
Epistola ad Basilidem. Mndé rac & ray ynoreiwy hpépac tows, 
pnde Spoiwe wayrec Crapévovow" GAN’ oi pév Kal xdoac brepribé- 
acwv, datroe dcaredovvrec, of dé duo, of dé rpetc, ot dé résoapac, of 
de obdenlay. Et Epiphanius in Expositione fidei Catholice, 
libris contra Heereses subnexa, postquam de jejunio quarte et 
sextz ferisee, et Quadragesimali dixerat, ad jejunium Ante-Pas- 
chale, quod in Canonibus Timothei Alexandrini vocatur, 4 »n- 
orela rov xaoxa, progreditur, aitque fideles per hebdomadam 
Pascha precedentem solo pane et aqua vesci ad vesperam, et 
addit: "AAA@ cal of orovdaio: dimddc xal rperddc Kai rerpaxdac 
umepriGéact, kal SAnv riv Edopada reivég adxpic dAEKTpvdrwy Kray- 
ync ric Kuptacne extgwoxovonc. In quibus vrépBeorc et vn 
ore(a distinguuntur: et jejunare quidem dicuntur, qui post abs- 
tinentiam totius diei vespere tenui fruuntur cibo; txepriBévac 
vero, qui nec vespera ullam sumunt refectionem, sed omnino 
abstinent, sive una, sive pluribus diebus, usque ad terminum 
Jejunii, Paschale scilicet mane, quod a galli cantu incipit. 
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day. Both Grabe and Bingham’ agree (what indeed 
appears self-evident) that there is no meaning in 
words, if these persons did not remain in total ab- 
stinence during this whole time; for what extra- 
ordinary zeal could there be in their practice, if they 
broke their fast in the evening, as others did. 


If, on the other hand, we suppose the fast to have 
been one of forty hours, commencing from the hour 
in which Jesus gave up the ghost, and terminating 
with that of his resurrection, there is then a suf- 
ficient reason for mentioning that the fast continued 
day and night; it becomes a thing within the reach 
of probability; and the period is a very natural one 
for those persons to choose who felt themselves 
equal to it. At the time in which the A>postolical 
Constitutions were written, it was enjoined on 
Christians*® to fast the Friday and Saturday, if pos- 
sible; if not, at least on the Saturday: and in either 
case it appears that they were not to break their fast 
till the first cock-crowing; i. e. in all probability, 
on Easter day. 


Leaving, then, other sources of controversy on 


* Antiquities, XXI. i. 25. 

> Constit. Apost. V. 18. Tiv mapacxevyy cai ro cdBarov ddo- 
KAnpoy vnorevaare, otc C¥YapiC TpooEoTe TOLaUTN, pNdEVdg yEeVopE~ 
vot péyptc adAekropodwviag vuKrocg’ ei Cé rig dévyarei rac duo 


cuvanrey opov, pvracctcbw Kgy Tro ca[3Baror. 
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either side, the text itself appears to supply the 
strongest evidence in favour of the punctuation of 
the MSS. How that of Ruffinus arose, we are not 
absolutely concerned to say: but when the practice 
of the more lengthened fast had become established 
in the Church, it might easily lead to understanding 
the words of Ireneus in such a manner as to give it 
primitive authority. | 


But even supposing the fast of forty days to have 
been kept by some persons in the age of St. Ignatius, 
this does not prove that practice to have originated 
in the apostles, as Ireneeus gives equally high author- 
ity for the shorter fasts of one, two, or several days. 
All, therefore, that would be proved by the language 
of Ireneeus (taking it in this sense) is that in the 
time of Ignatius a fast was kept before Easter, and 
that Christians were left to their own discretion as 
to the length of it. Chrysostom indeed expressly 
says *, that the fast of forty days was not ordained 


> Chrysost. Contra Judgos, III. § 4. p. 611. Tivocg ody Evexev 
vnarevouev, onot, Tac reooapaKxoyra ravrag jyépac; TodAol ro 
wadauy roic pvornploie xpooyecay amd xal we Ervye, Kai pa- 
tora Kara roy Kaipoy rovroy, xaB’ Sv 6 Xpiorog abra wapeduxe. 
Luveccorec ody of warépec riv [3\aBny rv yrvopévny ex rig hpe- 
Anpévnc xpooddov, ovvehOdrrec érvtwoav fépag recoapaxovra 
ynorelatc, ebya@y, dxpodcewc, cuvddwy' iv’ ev raic Huepacc ravratc 
caBapbévrec per’ dxpBelac Gnavrec kal dc ebywy, xai dv éXenpoov- 
vnc, kal dca vnoreiac, kal dca wavvuyidwy, cai dca daxpuwy, Kai ov 
éLopodoyhoewc, kai dia tov GAAwy awavrwy, olrw Kara dvvapey 


THY Hperépay pera KaBapov ovvecorog mpooiwper. 
P 
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until the mass of Christians had come to communi- 
cate only on Easter day, and that without suitable 
devotion, and that the fast and other devotional 
exercises were appointed, to prepare them for the 
Communion on Easter day. 


Very little more remains to be observed under 
this head. 


Irenzus likewise is, I believe, the first writer who 
uses the term waponxia to signify the district under 
the superintendence of a bishop‘. And it is in- 
teresting that the selfsame term which we now use 
to distinguish ourselves from separatists was in use 
in his age, namely, that of Churchmen®. And that 
was perfectly natural, for the Church had a name 
from the beginning, but its attribute of Catholicism 
or Universality, as distinguished from the confined 
locality of schisms and heresies, was not observed 
till afterwards; and therefore the name of Catholic 
was posterior to that of Churchman. 


* Fragm. iii. See p. 45, note ‘. 

‘ III. xv. 2. Hi enim ad multitudinem, propter eos qui sunt 
ab ecclesia, quos communes ecclesiasticos ipsi dicunt, inferunt 
sermones per quos capiunt simpliciores. 


CHAPTER XVI. 


ON THE SABBATH. 


One of the greatest difficulties to modern readers in 
the history of the primitive Church is the state of 
feeling and opinion on the subject of the Sabbath. 
We have been in the habit of arguing from the 
primitive institution of a holy day (which we have 
called a sabbath), and of viewing the Lord’s day as 
answering to it; and if we may judge by the lan- 
guage of the earliest writers, they did not consider 
the Lord’s day as intended to be a sabbath in itself, 
although some of them regarded it as being ap- 
pointed instead of the Sabbath'. Ireneus certainly 


’ Bingham, Antiquities, XX. ii. 3. “St. Austin, or whoever was 
the author of the Sermons de Tempore, (Hom. 251, de Tempore, 
T. 10, p. 307.) says, ‘The Apostles transferred the observation 
of the Sabbath to the Lord’s day.’ ” Clement of Alexandria 
gives indications of the same idea, where he says that “ to all 





appearance the eighth day is likely to become the proper seventh 

day, and the seventh the sixth; so that the former will be 

the proper sabbath, and the seventh a working day.”— 
P 2 
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viewed the institution of the Sabbath as entirely 
Mosaical, and thought that Abraham and the patri- 
archs before the Law did not keep it’. 


It must not, however, be thence hastily concluded 
that he believed that Abraham and the patriarchs 
knew nothing of the seventh day as a day of divine 
worship. The primary and leading idea of a sad- 
bath, properly so called, is (not holiness but) rest ; 
that is, abstinence from any employment that can be 
construed into labour. Now Ireneus might very 
well deny that the Patriarchs kept a day of rest 
from all employment, without in any degree in- 
tending to deny that they devoted the seventh day 
especially to religious worship. 


An illustration of my meaning will be found in 
the admission of Justin Martyr, that Christians did 
not keep the Sabbath *, coupled with the well-ascer- 
tained fact ‘*, that a very large proportion of them 


Kivduvever yap f per dydodc EBcopde elvac xupiwe, tide d€ f é3do- 
pac kara ye ro éugavéc’ Kai } pév Kupiwe etvac caBBaroy, épya- 
reg d€ H EPdopag. 

> IV. xvi. 2. See p. 119, note *. See also Justin Martyr, 
Dial. cum Tryph. 19. 27. 43. 

> Dial. cum Tryph. 10. He represents Tryphon charging the 
Christians with neglecting circumcision, the feasts, and the sab- 
bath; which charge he admits, and argues against the necessity of 
them. 

* Bingham’s Antiquities, XX. iii. 1. 
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indeed were in the habit of attending divine service 
on the seventh day. Perhaps a still closer illustra- 
tion is seen in the Canons of the Council of Laodi- 
cea, which expressly forbid Christians to keep the 
Sabbath like Jews’, and at the same time direct 
the Eucharistic offering to be made on that day as 
well as on the Lord’s day*. If then many of the 
early Christians devoted a portion of the Saturday 
statedly to public religious exercises, and yet did not 
consider themselves as keeping a sabbath, it would 
be very unsafe to infer from the assertion that the 
Patriarchs did not keep the Sabbath, that therefore 
they had no day of religious worship. In fact it 
seems scarcely possible that the division and num- 
bering of the days by sevens could have been kept 
up, as we know it was’, before the giving of the 
Law, without some religious observance connected 
with it. 


Although, then, Irenseus did not regard the Mo- 
saical Sabbath as being observed before the giving of 
the Law, and consequently regarded it as abolished 
with the Law, yet as he has asserted that the moral 


* Can. 29. “Ore ob det Xptoriavovg "TovdatJav, cal ev re 
caBBdry cyoralev, GAA épyalerOar abrove év rH adbry hpepe’ 
ry 6€ Kuptaxny rportueyvrec, ciye Suvacvro, cxoddlev we Xprore- 
avoi. ei de evpeBeiey "lovdaioral, éorwoay dvaQepa rapa Xprory. 

* Can. 49. “Orc ob dei ry recoapaxoory dprov mpoogépecy, ei p17 
év LafPdry cai Kupiaxg pdvor. 

" Gen. viii. 10. 12, xxix. 27. 
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law or decalogue was observed before Moses, and 
implies that we are not at liberty to reject it *, it is 
very certain that he must have conceived the fourth 
commandment to be in some sense or other a di- 
rectory to Christians: and it may therefore be in- 
quired what he conceived ought to be learnt from it. 
This may in some degree be gathered from his say- 
ing that the Sabbath, like the whole Jewish Law, 
was symbolical, and that it was intended to teach 
men to serve God every day, and to typify the 
kingdom of God, when whosoever has persevered 
in godliness shall partake of his table’. For he 
believed that the world was destined to endure m 


* See pp. 118, 119. 

* IV. xvi. 1. Hoc idem de sabbatis Ezechiel Propheta ait: 
‘* Et sabbata mea dedi eis, ut sint in signo inter me et ipsos, ut 
sciant quoniam ego Dominus, qui sanctifico eos.” Et in Exodo 
Deus ait ad Moysem: ‘‘ Et sabbata mea observabitis: erit enim 
signum apud me vobis in generationes vestras.” In signo ergo 
data sunt heec: non autem sine symbolo erant signa, id est, sine 
argumento, neque otiosa, tanquam que a sapiente Artifice daren- 
tur; sed secundum carnem circumcisio circumcisionem significa- 
bat spiritalem. Etenim “ nos,” ait Apostolus, ‘ circumcisi sumus 
circumcisione non manufacta.” Et Propheta ait: ‘‘ Circumcidite 
duritiam cordis vestri.” Sabbata autem perseverantiam totius 
diei [i. e. omni lempore. See below] erga Deum deservitionis edo- 
cebant. ‘‘ Astimati enim sumus,” ait Apostolus Paulus, ‘tota 
die ut oves occisionis ;” scilicet consecrati, et ministrantes omni 
tempore fidei nostra, et perseverantes ei, et abstinentes ab omni 
avaritia, non acquirentes, nec possidentes thesauros in terra. 
Manifestabatur autem et tanquam de [post] ea que facta sunt 
requietio Dei; hoc est, Regnum, in quo requiescens homo ille 
qui perseveraverit Deo adsistere, participabit de mensa Dei. 
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its present state as many thousands of years as the 
days of creation, and that then God’s kingdom would 
be set up on earth', which will be the true sabbath 
of the just*. But he regarded our Lord’s apparent 
relaxation of the stringency of the sabbath, not as a 
direct instruction to Christians, but as an explana- 
tion of the proper meaning of the fourth command- 
ment as addressed to the Jews’. 


1 V. xxviii. 3. “Ooate enim iépace éyévero 6 xdopoc, rocavrace 
x'Acovract ovyreXeirat. kat dca rourd gnow h ypagh’ Kal ovvere- 
AéaOnoay 6 obpavog cal H yf, Kal rac 6 Kéopoc abrwy. Kal ovveré- 
Aeoev 6 Ocog ri hyépg ry s Ta Epya abrov d Eéxoince, Kal Karé- 
wavoev & Occ év rH iyépg rH Cf axd xayrwy roy Epywy abrod. 
Tovro 8° tore rev mpoyeyovdrwy Schynorc, Kai rev Ecopévwy Xpo- 
gyrela, yap hyépa Kuplov we a, Ern’ év 8% ov hpuépace ovvrere- 
Aéorat ra yeyordra’ gavepoy ody, Srt  cuvrédkaca abroy ro ¢, 
Eroc éorly. See the Epistle of Barnabas, § 11. quoted p. 250. 

? V. xxxiii. 2. Referring to Luke xiv. 12, 13, and Matt. xix. 
29, he says, “‘ Heec sunt in Regni temporibus, hoc est, in septima 
die quze est sanctificata, in qua requievit Deus ab omnibus operi- 
bus qua fecit; qu est verum justorum sabbatum ; in qua non 
facient omne terrenum opus, sed adjacentem habebunt paratam 
mensam a Deo, pascentem eos epulis omnibus.” _ 

* IV. viii. 2. Manifestum est igitur, quoniam eos qui similiter 
ut Abraham credebant ei, solvit et vivificavit, nihil extra Legem 
faciens, curans in die sabbatorum. Non enim prohibebat Lex 
curari homines sabbatis, quee et circumcidebat eos in hac die, et 
pro populo jubebat ministeria Sacerdotibus perficere ; sed et mu- 
torum animalium curationem non prohibebat. Et Siloa etiam 
spe sabbatis curavit: et propter hoc assidebant ei multi die 
sabbatorum. Continere enim jubebat eos Lex ab omni opere 
servili, id est, ab omni avaritia, que per negotiationem, et re- 
liquo terreno actu agitur: animee autem opera, que fiunt per 
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I think it would appear from these passages that 
Irenzeus was not in the habit of regarding the Chris- 
tian practice of hallowing the Lord’s day as the ex- 
plicit fulfilment of the fourth commandment. He 
lived so near the apostolical times that he no doubt 
observed it in obedience to Christ’s institution, with- 
out considering whether it was contemplated by the 


sententiam et sermones bonos, in auxilium eorum qui proximi 
sunt, adhortabatur fieri. Et propter hoc Dominus arguebat eos, 
qui injuste exprobrabant ei, quia sabbatis curabat. Non enim 
solvebat, sed adimplebat Legem, summi Sacerdotis operam per- 
ficiens, propitians pro hominibus Deum, et emundans leprosos, 
infirmos curans, et ipse moriens, uti exsiliatus homo exiret de 
condemnatione, et reverteretur intrepide ad suam hereditatem.— 
3. Sed et esurientes accipere sabbatis escam ex his que adjace- 
bant, non vetabat Lex: metere autem et colligere in horreum 
vetabat. Et ideo Dominus his, qui incusabant discipulos ejus, 
quoniam vellentes spicas manducabant, dixit: ‘‘ Nec hoc legistis, 
quod fecit David, cum esurisset, quemadmodam introivit in do- 
mum Dei, et panes propositionis manducavit, et dedit eis qui 
cum eo erant, quos non licebat manducare, nisi solis Sacerdoti- 
bus?” per Legis verba suos discipulos excusans, et significans 
licere Sacerdotibus libere agere. Sacerdos autem scitus fuerat 
David apud Deum, quamvis Saul persequutionem faceret ei. 
Tac enim Baorreve dixatog ieparixny Exe rakey. Sacerdotes autem 
sunt omnes Domini Apostoli, qui neque agros, neque domos 
heereditant hic, sed semper altari et Deo serviunt....... Et 
Sacerdotes in Templo sabbatum prophanabant, et rei non erant. 
Quare ergo rei non erant? Quia cum essent in Templo, non 
secularia sed Dominica perficiebant ministeria, Legem adim- 
plentes, non autem pretereuntes Legem, quemadmodum is qui a 
semetipso arida ligna attulit in castra Domini; qui et juste 
lapidatus est. 
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original institution of a holy day or not. But in 
common with other Christian writers, he did not 
think that the fulfilment of the fourth command- 
ment lay in devoting any particular portion of time 
to the service of God; but in serving him conti- 
nually as much as possible; and therefore, as a mat- 
ter of course, in observing those times of sacred 
repose and divine worship which either the institu- 
tion of Christ, or the common custom of Christians, 
or the rules of the Church, might have appointed ‘. 


* We have various indications of the observance of the Lord’s 
day in early writers. Thus Ignatius (4d Magnes. 9.) speaks of 
‘the ancient prophets leading lives in harmony with the Lord’s 
day.” Mnxére caBPariZoyrec, dAAG cara Kupaxhy Cwy Covrec, 
év J cal t) Cw) hey dvérecdev dc abrov. Here there is an evident 
allusion to some way in which that day was spent, in contra- 
distinction to the Jewish Sabbath.—The Epistle of Barnabas, 
written not far from Apostolical times, speaks of it as a festival : 
“Ayopey riy yuépay rHy dyddny ele eigpoourny, év x xal 6’Inaoig 
dyéorn éx vexpav.—Justin Martyr, again, (Apol. II. 67.) describes 
the practice of assembling for instruction, worship, and commu- 
nion on that day, and affirms that our Lord, when he appeared 
to his disciples on Easter day, taught them to observe the day in 
this manner. Kal rf pera ryv Kpovexny, frig éoriy ‘HAlov jpépa, 
gavelc roic droorddotc abrov cal paOnraic, édidake ravra.—A 
little later Dionysius of Corinth speaks of ‘celebrating the 
Lord’s holy day.” Ti» onpepoy ovvy Kupraxy dylay hépay din- 
yayopuer.—So Clement, as I showed above (p. 211, note‘), 
informs us that in his time the Lord’s day appeared likely to 
be regarded as the proper sabbath.—Further on we find the 
Council of Laodicea (see p. 213, note *) directing Christians to rest 
by preference on the Lord’s day, and not on the Sabbath.— 
Finally, we may see in Bingham (Antig. XX. ii. 2, 8, 4.) how, 

] 
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According to such a feeling, therefore, whilst 2o par- 
ticular portion of time would be kept with Jewish 
superstition, as though it were an end of itself, what- 
ever time was kept would be so kept as to ensure 
the ends proposed by its observance. 


And, if we revert to what has been before ob- 
served as to Irenzus’s view of the law of liberty, we 
shall see that he would be so far from supposing that 
this Christian freedom authorized us to dispense with 
devoting one day in seven to God's service, that he 
would feel that it ought to lead those who had it in 
their power to devote even a larger portion. And 
such in fact was the practice of the Christians of 
those times. They assembled together not only on 
the morning and evening of the Sunday, but also 
throughout the east on the morning and evening of 
Saturday, and on the morning of Wednesday and 
Friday. When, therefore, there was so much zeal 
for the service of God, and the commandment was 
kept so amply in its spirit without thinking of the 
letter of it,—the warm feeling of Christians making 
them a law to themselves,—there was nothing to 
lead them to inquire critically how much the com- 
mandment actually required of them; and to have 


as Christianity became established, business, labour, and public 
sports were forbidden by public authority; which proves of course 
what had been the practice of Christians themselves before their 
religion obtained the sanction of the civil power. 
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instituted such an inquiry would have appeared like 
putting a restriction upon the ardour of Christian 
love, and returning to the spirit of the Law of 
Moses. : 


The true question, then, to ask is, not why the 
first Christians did not put the Lord’s day upon the 
footing of the paradisiacal sabbath, dué why we are 
called upon to do so in these latter days? And the 
true answer will be found in the fact that the great 
body of us have abused the law of liberty, as the 
Israelites of old had done, and therefore, like them, 
have need, in the providential dealings of God, to be 
put back under rules and restrictions again, until we 
are become fitted to act as children of God: and 
when we are 80, we have no wish to shake off such 
restrictions, but of our own accord go beyond them. 


In connection with this subject it is very remark- 
able that the Church of England in her catechism 
has not thought proper to connect the Lord’s day in 
particular with the fourth commandment; although 
most of our writers for the last three hundred years 
have found it necessary so to do. It is true that we 
have done no more than our duty by pointing out to 
our people that God from the beginning has hal- 
lowed one day in seven, in order to prevent them 
from relapsing into absolute heathenism ;—the error 
has been that we have too much omitted to show 
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that this was the least he would be satisfied with. 
We have too much written as though those who 
fully observed one day in seven had done their duty, 
instead of leading them to feel that they cannot be 
possessed of the spirit of true Christian obedience so 
long as they confine themselves to the ‘tter of the 
law, and do not of their own accord embrace every 
means of grace and spiritual improvement. 


CHAPTER XVII. 


ON THE TYPICAL INTERPRETATION OF SCRIPTURE. 


THE writers of the primitive Church, taking the lead 
from the inspired writers, and probably preserving 
in many cases the traditional interpretations of the 
Apostles, were in the habit of seeing types in many 
things which to us appear to have none but a literal 
meaning. It is, however, certain that there was 
a great tendency amongst the Hellenistic Jews to 
make the whole of the Old Testament typical; and 
no doubt some Christians early followed them, as 
the Epistle of Barnabas and the Shepherd of Hermas 
(which were early writings, whether spurious or not) 
abundantly show: and this tendency continued to 
increase until the time of Origen, by whom it was 
pushed to such extremes, that, from that time, it 
became less popular. 


Ireneeus, however, is far from being a fanciful 
writer, and was more directly connected with the 
Apostles than most of the Fathers, and therefore the 
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types which he recognises are worthy of much more 
attention than those of Origen. 


With him, then, Abel was a type of Christ, as 
having suffered innocently'; Joseph * was a type of 
Christ, though in what way we are not told, probably 
in the same sense as Abel; Moses was a type of 
him when he spread forth his hands, and by that 
sign conquered Amalek *. That the brazen serpent 
was a type of healing man from the bite of the 
old serpent by faith, the words of Christ himself led 
him to see *. 


There were other points in which Moses was a 
type of Christ. “ He took an Ethiopian woman to 
wife, whom he thereby made an Israelitess; fore- 
showing that the wild olive is grafted into the olive, 


‘IV. xxxiv. 4. “ Vide enim,” inquit, “ quomodo justus perit, et 
nemo intuetur; et viri justi tolluntur, et nemo excipit corde.” 
Heec autem in Abel quidem premeditabantur, a prophetis vero 
preeconabantur, in Domino autem perficiebantur. 

? Frag. xvii. "Ev pev rp "Iwo xpoerurabn. 

> IV. xxiv. 1. Primogenitum mortuorum, et principem vitz 
Dei, eum qui per extensionem manuum dissolvebat Amalech, 
et vivificabat hominem de serpentis plaga per fidem, que erat in 
eum. Justin Martyr (Tryph. 90.) expresses the same idea 
more fully; and remarks as confirmatory of the typical signifi- 
cation of the posture of Moses, that it was altogether unusual as 
a posture of prayer, and indeed adopted by him on no other 
occasion, nor by any one since his time. 

* Ibid. 





MOSES—THE SONS OF THAMAR. . 223 


and partakes of its fatness. For since that Christ, 
who was born according to the flesh, was to be 
sought out for destruction, and to be delivered in 
Egypt, that is, amongst the Gentiles, to sanctify the 
infants there, whence also he made a Church there ; 
(for Egypt was from the beginning a gentile nation, 
as was also A‘thiopia;) for this reason by the mar- 
riage of Moses was shown the marriage of the Word, 
and by the Aithiopian wife the Gentile Church is 
pointed out: and those who speak against it, and 
inveigh against and deride it, shall not be clean; for 
they shall be leprous and cast out of the camp °.” 


He declares that the re-appearance of justification 
by faith, after it had been for some time cast out of 
sight by the Law of Moses, was typified by the 
circumstances of the birth of the sons of Thamar. 
For as Zarah put forth his hand first, and had the 


* IV. xx. 12. Sic autem et Moyses 2thiopissam accipiebat 
uxorem, quam ipse Israelitidem fecit; preesignificans, quoniam 
oleaster inseritur in olivam, et participans pinguedinis ejus erit. 
Quoniam enim is qui secundum carnem natus est Christus, a 
populo quidem habebat inquiri ut occideretur, liberari vero in 
ZEgypto, id est, in Gentibus, sanctificare eos qui ibi essent infan- 
tes, unde et Ecclesiam ibi perfecit; (A2gyptus enim ab initio 
gentilis, quemadmodum et Ethiopia) propter hoc dca rob yapov 
Mwicéwe 6 rov Inoov vonrog yapog edelevvro, kal ota rit¢ AlOom- 
kiic vuponc, ) && éBvav éxAnoia EdnAovro® fy of Karadadourrec, 
kai évdiaBaddorrec, cat dcapwxwpevor, ox Ecovrac KaOapol. Xe- 
Ephaovar yap, cat éLagoptoOjoovra rijc rev decalwy wapeuPorjrc. 
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scarlet thread bound upon it, and then retiring gave 
way to his brother Pharez, and thus was born after 
him; by this the Scripture declared “that people 
which has the scarlet sign, viz. faith in uncircum- 
cision, which was shown first in the patriarchs, and 
afterwards withdrawn when its brother was born; 
and that in consequence that which was first was 
born second, being known by the scarlet mark upon 
it, which is the suffering of the Just One, foreshown 
in Abel, written by the Prophets, and accomplished 
in the last times in the Son of God °.” 


Trenzeus was of opinion that some of the apparent 
misdeeds of the old Patriarchs were not really sins, 
but circumstances brought upon them by divine Pro- 
vidence, with some mystical and typical end. Thus 
the cohabitation of Lot and his daughters is with 


* IV. xxv. 2. Hoc et per alia quidem multa, jam vero et per 
Thamar Jude nurum typice ostenditur. Cum enim concepisset 
geminos, alter eorum prior protulit manum suam: et cum ob- 
stetrix putaret eum primogenitum esse, coccinum alligavit sig- 
num in manu ejus. Cum hoc autem factum esset, et abstraxisset 
manum suam, prior exivit frater ejus Phares; sic deinde secundus 
ille, in quo erat coccinum, Zara: clare manifestante Scriptura 
eum quidem populum qui habet coccinum signum, id est, eam 
fidem quee est in preeputio, preeostensam quidem primum in 
Patriarchis, post deinde subtractam, uti nasceretur frater ejus ; 
deinde sic eum, qui prior esset, secundo loco natum, qui est cog- 
nitus per signum coccinum, quod erat in eo; quod est passio 
Justi, ab initio preefigurata in Abel, et descripta a Prophetis, per- 
fecta vero in novissimis temporibus in Filio Dei. 
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him providential and typical, signifying that from one 
Father the Word, by means of the life-giving Spirit, 
the two sister synagogues, the Jewish and the Chris- 
tian, have brought forth a spiritual seed ’. 


7 1V. xxxi. 1. Quemadmodum et Lot, qui eduxit de So- 
domis filias suas, quee conceperunt de patre suo, et qui reliquit 
in circumfinio uxorem suam statuam salis usque in hodiernum 
diem. Etenim Lot non ex sua voluntate, neque ex sua concu- 
piscentia carnali, neque sensum neque cogitationem hujusmodi 
accipiens, consummavit typum. Quemadmodum Scriptura dicit : 
‘‘ Et iutravit major natu, et dormivit cum patre suo illa; et non 
scivit Lot cum dormiret illa, et cum surgeret:” et in minore hoc 
idem: ‘‘ Et non scivit,” inquit, ‘‘cum dormisset secum, nec cum 
surrexisset :” js) eiddrog rou Awr, pnde idovn dovAeveayroc, 
oixovopla éreredetro, Ov io ai ovo filise, id est, dus ovvaywyal aro 
évoc cal rov atrov rarpoc rexvoroinoapevar Eunvvorro avEev capKoc 
Hooviic. Ob yap hy Gddog obcelc oweppa Cwrixoy cat rexvwy éxixap- 
alay dvvapevoc dovvat abraic, xabwe yéyparra’ “ Dixit autem 
major ad minorem: Pater noster senior est, et nemo est super 
terram qui intret ad nos, ut oportet omni terrse: veni, potione- 
mus patrem nostrum vino, et dormiamus cum eo, ut suscitemus 
de patre nostro semen.” —2. Illa quidem filise secundum simpli- 
citatem et innocentiam putantes universos homines perisse, quem- 
admodum Sodomitas, et in universam terram iracundiam Dei 
supervenisse, dicebant hec. Quapropter et ipsse excusabiles 
sunt, arbitrantes se solas relictas cum patre suo ad conservati- 
onem generis humani, et propter hoc circumveniebant patrem. 
Per verba autem earum significabatur, neminem esse alterum qui 
possit filiorum generationem majori et minori synagogee preestare, 
quam Patrem nostrum. Pater autem generis humani Verbum 
Dei; quemadmodum Moyses ostendit dicens: ‘ Nonne hic ipse 
Pater tuus possedit te, et fecit te, et creavit te?” Quando 
igitur hic vitale semen, id est, Spiritum remissionis peccatorum 
per quem vivificamur, effudit in humanum genus? Nonne tunc 


Q 
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St. Paul has taught us that Jacob and Esau were 
types of the elder and younger Churches; but Ire- 
neus has much amplified the figure, and brought in 
other parallelisms. “ And if any one would study 
the acts of Jacob, he will find them not empty, but 
full of providential arrangements *: and first in his 
birth, as he caught hold of the heel of his brother, 
and was called Jacob, that is, the supplanter ; hold- 
ing and not holden; fettering but not fettered ; 
struggling and conquering; holding in his hand the 
heel of his adversary, i.e. the victory: to this end 
was the Lord born, whose birth he typified, con- 
cerning whom John saith in the Revelation, He went 
forth conquering, to conquer. Moreover, in taking the 
birthright when his brother disdained it; as also the 
younger people accepted Christ the first-born, when 
the elder people rejected him, saying, We have no 


cum convescebatur cum hominibus, et bibebat vinum in terra? 
‘‘ Venit” enim, inquit, “‘ filius hominis manducans et bibens :” 
et cum recubuisset, obdormivit, et somnum cepit. Quemadmo- 
dum ipse in David dicit: “ Ego dormivi et somnum cepi.” Et 
quoniam in nostra communicatione et vita hoc agebat, iterum ait: 
‘* Et somnus meus suavis mihi factus est.” Totum autem sig- 
nificabatur per Lot, quoniam semen patris omnium, id est, Spi- 
ritus Dei, per quem facta sunt omnia, commixtus et unitus est 
carni, hoc est, plasmati suo: per quam commixtionem et unitatem 
duze synagoge, id est, duse congregationes fructificantes ex patre 
suo filios vivos vivo Deo. 

* Justin Martyr expresses the same sentiment: 7ryph. 134. 
Oixovopular revég peyadwy pvornpley éy exdory revi rovabry xpate 


awereXourro. 
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king but Cesar. And in Christ was the whole bless- 
ing; and for this reason the latter people stole from 
the Father the blessing of the former people, as 
Jacob took away the blessing from Esau. For which 
cause his brother suffered from the lying in wait and 
persecutions of a brother, as also the Church suffers 
from the Jews®. The twelve tribes, the children of 
Israel, were born in a foreign country, as Christ 
began at a distance from his home to lay the twelve- 
pillared foundation of the Church. The spotted 
sheep were the wages of Jacob; and Christ’s reward 
is the assemblage of men from differing nations into 
the one bond of the faith’, as the Father promised 
him: ‘Ask of me, and I will give thee the heathen 
for thine inheritance, and the utmost parts of the 
earth for thy possession.’ And as to Jacob, the Lord’s 
prophet, it consisted of a multitude of children, it 
was necessary that he should have children from two 
sisters; as also Christ from two laws of one and the 
same Father’; and likewise of two maid-servants, 


° Justin M. Tryph. 184, ad finem, draws the same parallel. 
Tov xpévoy wavra émociro Yxo rov ddeAgov 6 ‘Taxw/3* cai fpeic 
viv, kal abrog 6 Kuptoc hydy pucetrar bg’ tpey Kal bro roy GAdwy 
drhic dvOperwy, Sytwy rdyrwy rH pice adedgur. 

' Justin, ibid. "EdotAevcer "laxaB rg AadBay txép roy par- 
roy Kal wodupoppwy Opepparwy* écovArevce Kal ry péxpt cravpou 
GovAlay 6 Xpiorocg brép rey Ex wavrog yevoug woxldAwy Kal rodv- 
adayv avOpwxwy, ct aiparocg cai puornpiov rov cravpov xrnoda- 
Hevoc abrovc. 

? Justin, ibid. "AdAa Acla pev 6 Aade tpwy cal } ovvaywyn’ 


"Paxnr 6 exxAnola huey. 
Q 2 
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signifying that Christ should make sons of God out 
both of those who in the flesh were free and of 
slaves, granting to all alike the gift of the life-giving 
Spirit *. And he did all for the sake of the younger, 
Rachel, who typified the Church, for whose sake 
Christ endured *.” 


* Justin, ibid. Eic aroxardoraoty augurépwy re rw éEdevbépwy 
réxywy Kat Tey Ev abrotc CovAwy Xptorog EAfAVOE, rwv abrwv xar- 
rac xarakwy rovg gvAdocorrac rac évrodac abrov’ Sy rpéroy cal 
ot axo rwy eXevOEpwy Kai oi dxd rey dovrdAwy yerdpevot re ‘Laxwj3 
wavrec viol Kat Ouorimor yeyovact. 

* IV. xxi. 3. Si quis autem et actus qui sunt Jacob addiscat, 
inveniet eos non inanes, sed plenos dispositionum. Et imprimis 
in nativitate ejus, quemadmodum apprehendit calcaneum fratris, 
et Jacob vocatus est, id est, supplantator; tenens, et qui non 
tenetur; ligans pedes, sed qui non ligatur; luctans, et vincens ; 
tenens in manu calcaneum adversarii, id est, victoriam. Ad hoc 
enim nascebatur Dominus, cujus typum generationis prestabat, 
de quo et Joannes in Apocalypsi ait: ‘“ Exivit vincens, ut vince- 
ret.” Deinde autem primogenita accipiens, quando vituperavit 
ea frater ejus : quemadmodum et junior populus eum primogeni- 
tum Christum accepit, cum eum repulit populus ztate provectior, 
dicens: “Non habemus Regem, nisi Czsarem.” In Christo 
autem universa benedictio: et propter hoc benedictiones prioris 
populi a Patre subripuit posterior populus, quemadmodum Jacob 
abstulit benedictionem hujus Esai; ob quam causam fratris 
patiebatur insidias et persecutiones frater suus, sicut et Ecclesia 
hoc idem a Judzeis patitur. Peregre nascebantur x11 tribus, genus 
Israel, quoniam et Christus peregre incipiebat duodecastylum 
firmamentum Ecclesize generare. Varise oves, que fiebant, huic 
Jacob merces: et Christi merces, qui ex variis et differentibus 
gentibus in unam cohortem fidei convenientes fiunt homines, 
quemadmodum Pater promisit ei: ‘‘ Postula,” dicens, ‘‘a me, et 
dabo tibi Gentes hereditatem tuam, et possessionem tuam ter- 
minos terre.” Et quoniam multitudinis filioruam Domini Pro- 
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Rahab the harlot, again, who was a heathen and 
a great sinner, and received the three spies, and 
by reliance upon the scarlet thread, (which meant 
the same thing as the passover,) was saved, whilst 
the city in which she lived was destroyed, is a type 
of sinners in all future ages, who, revering the Tri- 
nity, and by faith in Christ our passover, are saved, 
whilst the world of those who rejected him are 
lost *. 


phetz fiebat Jacob, necessitas omnis fuit ex duabus sororibus 
eum filios facere; quemadmodum Christus ex duabus Legibus 
unius et ejusdem Patris: similiter autem et ex ancillis ; signifi- 
cans quoniam secundum carnem ex liberis et ex servis Christus 
statueret filios Dei, similiter omnibus dans munus Spiritus vivi- 
ficantis nos. Omnia autem ille faciebat propter illam juniorem, 
bonos oculos habentem, Rachel, que prefigurabat Ecclesiam, 
propter quam sustinuit Christus: qui tune quidem per Patri- 
archas suos et Prophetas prefigurans et preenuntians futura, 
prexercens suam partem dispositionibus Dei, et assuescens he- 
reditatem suam obedire Deo, et peregrinari in seeculo, et sequi 
verbum ejus, et preesignificare futura. Nihil enim vacuum, ne- 
que sine signo apud Deum. 

* IV. xx. 12. Sic autem et Raab fornicaria semetipsam qui- 
dem condemnans, quoniam esset gentilis, omnium peccatorum 
rea, suscepit autem tres speculatores, qui speculabantur univeream 
terram, et apud se abscondit, Patrem scilicet et Filium cum 
Spiritu sancto. Et cum universa civitas, in qua habitabat, con- 
cidisset in ruinam, canentibus septem tubicinis, in ultimis Raab 
fornicaria conservata est cum universa domo sua, fide signi coc- 
cini: sicut et Dominus dicebat his, qui adventum ejus non exci- 
piebant, Phariszis scilicet, et coccini signum nullificant, quod 
erat pascha, redemptio et exodus populi ex Aigypto, dicens: 
‘‘ Publicani et meretrices preecedunt vos in Regno ccelorum.” 

The same type is acknowledged by Clement of Rome, in his 
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Joshua, again, he makes a type of Christ, bringing 
his people into their eternal inheritance, as Moses 
brought them out of captivity; and he further de- 
clares that as Moses, representing the law, rested, in 
prefiguration of the cessation of the law, so Joshua, 
as representing the Gospel, and a perfect type of the 
personal Word, discoursed to the people; and that 
as Moses gave the manna, so Joshua gave the new 
bread, the first-fruits of life, a figure of the body of 
Christ °. 


He finds a very humble parallel to our Lord in 


First Epistle to the Corinthians, § 12. Kat xpoctQevro airy 
dotvat onpetoy, Oxwe Kpeudon Ex rou oixov abriic Kéxxivoy, xpddndovy 


~ rd Y ~ Cd - a wv ~ ~ 
wowouvrec Ore Ga Tov ai parog rov Kupiov Aurpworc Eorac waar roi 





miorevovory kai EXwilovory emi rdv Oedy. Likewise by Justin, 
Tryph. 111. Kal yap ro cbppodoy rov coxxivov oxapriov, ov Edwxay 
2 +e » OF Kardoxorot ‘Paaj3 ry wépyn, . « . . dpolwe rd avp/3oXror 
Tov aiparoc rou Xpeorov édyAov, dc’ ov of wadat Wépvor Kai doducor Ex 
marvtwy ray EOvwv cwlovra, dgecry Gpapriwy aPovrec. 

® Frag. xix. Ade xpd¢ ceavrdy roy 'Incovy viov Nava. ~Ecec 
yap é£ Alyirrov Mwiofy rov Aaor éLayayeiv, rdv dé ‘Inoovy cic 
ry KAnpodoolay cicayayeiy’ Kai rdv pey Mwioiy, we vdépor, ava- 
waviay Aapfavey, "Inoovy dé, we Adyor, cai row évyroordrov 
Adyou ruroy apevdg, rp Aag Onpnyopetv® Kat rdov pey Mwioiy rd 
pavva roig warpact rpopny dccovar, roy 6€ ‘Inoovy rdv véov dpre 
[rather dprov], rjy adxapyiy ric Cwiic, ruwoy rov owparog rou 
Xptorov' kaa gnat Kai} ypagi, Ore rére Exavoaro ro pavyva Kypiov 
pera ro payety roy otrov Nady ax rijc yijc. 

Clement of Alexandria, Protrept. 9. § 85. & Padag. I. 7. 
§ 60, makes Joshua a type of Christ, but draws other parallels 
than those of Irenzus. 


THE ASS—SAMSON. 23] 


the ass of Balaam: for as all men rest from toil by 
mounting on a beast of burden, so Christ gives us 
repose from the toil of our souls by bearing the 
burden of our sins ’. 


The last specimens of types which I shall bring 
forward are to be found in the history of Samson. 
The temple in which he found his death, filled with 
Philistines, St. Irenzeus supposes to represent the 
world of the ungodly; Samson himself is God’s true 
people ; the two pillars are the two covenants; and 
the lad who conducted Samson to the pillars is John 
the Baptist, leading God’s people to know the mystery 
of Christ *. 


These types will, of course, bring with them to the 
mind various degrees of probability. The Scripture 
itself teaches us the principle of typical application ; 
and no person who considers the manner in which 


7 Frag. xxiii. Kal ovroc éweBeBhxet émi rij Svov abrov. ‘H per 
Ovocg Turov elye owparog Xptorov’ é¢’ Sy wavreg ot GvOpwroe Ex 
cavparwy dvyaravdpevot, we bro oxhuaroc Paordlorvrat. ro yap 
goprloy ray iyperépwy dpaprnparwy O Lwrip avedecaro. 

* Frag. xxvii. To pév ovy ratddptoy xetpaywyouy roy Lapywr 
xporurwOncerat ele Iwivyny rov Barriorny, ixdexvivra rp dag 
ryv eig Xptoroy mlorv. 6 d€ olxog, cig by joa curnypévot, 
onpaiverat elvac d xdopoc, év g xargxee ra GdAdpvAa EOvn Kal 
dmora, Qvotalovra rotc eidwAote atray* of O&€ dvo arvdAaL, ai dvo 
Gcabfxat. Oo oby éxavaxavOijvar roy Sapiwy éxi rove arbdove, 
Tov CidayxGévrat Aaoy Extyvevat ro Tov Xpiorov puornpioy. 


] 
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the various books of the New Testament were writ- 
ten, their occasional nature, so to speak, will suppose 
that the whole of the types are developed in it. We 
must therefore be left to ourselves, in some degree, 
to discover the other types; and yet it cannot be 
supposed that all the resemblances our mind can 
strike out were absolutely intended. But it must be 
some recommendation of any typical application, to 
say the least, to find it struck out in that early age, 
when those who had conversed with apostolical men 
were living: and where we find a number of writers 
agreeing to adopt any one type, (as, for instance, 
Clement of Rome, Justin and Irenzeus, make Rahab’s 
scarlet line typical,) it will, I suppose, appear to 
most minds to have a very high probability. And it 
is only by noticing the types in each early writer, 
that we can arrive at this species of authority for 
any one particular type. 


CHAPTER XVIII. 


ON THE INTERMEDIATE STATE. 


PERSONS sometimes ask, What is the advantage of 
studying the Fathers? why cannot we be contented 
with the light of Scripture? Those who study them 
reply, that one use at least is, that by their help the 
obscure parts of Scripture, where some truths are 
but hinted at or supposed, are brought forth into 
light and clear outline. 


An instance of this, and a very unobjectionable 
one, is to be found in the doctrine of Irenzus, and 
not of him alone, as to the intermediate state. We 
know from Scripture that there is an unseen state 
to which Christ descended’; and that the just after 
death go to paradise*, and are with Christ’. If the 
parable of the rich man and Lazarus is taken literally, 
it seems to be implied that the good and bad are 


' Acts ii. 31. 7 Luke xvi. 22. xxiii. 43. 
> Phil. i. 23. 
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separated in that state, and yet that they are capable 
of holding intercourse with each other; and there 
seems to be a hint that the state of the dead is, 
in some sense, a state of confinement ‘*. Beyond 
this we have little, if any thing. 


Our views, however, such as they are, become 
confirmed and acquire definiteness, as we find the 
same subjects treated of or alluded to by Irenzeus. 


He treats the parable I have spoken of, as not 
strictly a parable, but a relation of real occurrences’; 
and asserts that it shows us that the soul, in a state 
of separation from the body, retains its individuality, 
so that disembodied souls may know each other, and 
hold mutual intercourse; and that each class of 
persons has its appropriate habitation even before 
the day of judgment *. Accordingly he affirms that 


* 1 Pet. iii. 19. iv. 6. 

* IV. ii. 4. Non autem fabulam retulit nobis pauperis et 
divitis. 

° II. xxxiv. 1. Plenissime autem Dominus docuit, non solum 
perseverare, non de corpore in corpus transgredientes, animas ; 
sed et characterem corporis, in quo etiam adaptantur, custodire 
eundem, et meminisse eas operum, quee egerunt hic, et a quibus 
cessaverunt, in ea relatione, queze scribitur de divite et de Lazaro 
eo, qui refrigerabat in sinu Abrahz: in qua ait, divitem cogno- 
scere Lazarum post mortem, et Abraham autem similiter, et 
manere in suo ordine unumquemque ipsorum, et postulare mitti 
ei ad opem ferendam Lazarum, cui ne quidem de mense suze 
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Christ observed the law of the dead, and departed 
into the midst of the shadow of death, where the 
souls of the dead ‘were. And conformably he teaches 
us that the souls of his disciples will at death depart 
into the invisible place destined for them by God, 
and there remain, waiting for the resurrection’. 


amicis communicabat : et de Abrahe responso, qui non tantum ea, 
que secundum se, sed et quz secundum divitem essent, sciebat ; 
et preecipiebat Moysi assentire et Prophetis eos, qui non mallent 
pervenire in illum locum pcene, et recipientes preconium ejus, 
qui resurrexerit a mortuis. Per hsec enim manifeste declaratum 
est, et perseverare animas, et non de corpore in corpus transire, 
et habere hominis figuram, ut etiam cognoscantur, et meminerint 
eorum, que sint hic; et propheticum quoque adesse Abrahe, et 
dignam habitationem unamquamque gentem percipere, etiam ante 
judicium. 

7 V. xxxi. 2. Si ergo Dominus legem mortuorum servavit, ut 
fieret primogenitus a mortuis, et commoratus usque in tertiam 
diem in inferioribus terree; post deinde surgens in carne, ut 
etiam fixuras clavorum ostenderet discipulis, sic ascendit ad 
Patrem; quomodo non confundantur, qui dicunt inferos quidem 
esse hunc mundum, qui sit secundum nos; interiorem autem 
hominem ipsorum derelinquentem hic corpus, in superccelestem 
ascendere locum? Cum enim Dominus “in medio umbre mor- 
tis abierit,” ubi animz mortuorum erant, post deinde corporaliter 
resurrexit, et post resurrectionem assumptus est; manifestum 
est quia et discipulorum ejus, propter quos et hac operatus est 
Dominus, Ai puyat axépyxorrac cic rov rérov invisibilem roy dpo- 
pévoy abraic amd rov Osov, xdxet péype Tijc dvacrdcews gotrsat, 
weptpévovoat ry dvacragy’ érera axodaBovea ra owpara, Kai 
GAoxAnpwe avacrdcat, rovréors swyarnwc, Kabwc Kai 6 Kupioc 
dvéorn, ovrwe éXevoovra cic rhy diuy rov Oeov. “Nemo enim 
est discipulus super magistrum: perfectus autem omnis erit 
sicut magister ejus.” Quomodo ergo Magister noster non statim 
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And this invisible place he declares to be paradise, to 
which Enoch and Elias are already translated with 
their bodies, anticipating immortality’. But to 
those who have died he declares that this state is 
a state of condemnation, even to those who are 
found in life*. For he believed that the souls of 
the just, although in death and consequent con- 
demnation, would retain the Spirit of God, and con- 
sequently the seed and pledge of a new life’; and 


evolans abiit, sed sustinens definitum a Patre resurrectionis suze 
tempus, (quod et per Jonam manifestatum est,) post triduum 
resurgens assumptus est; sic et nos sustinere debemus definitum 
a Deo resurrectionis nostree tempus, preenuntiatum a Prophetis, 
et sic resurgentes assumi, quotquot Dominus ad hoc dignos ha- 
buerit. So Clement of Rome (4d Corr. I. 50) affirms that 
“they who have departed, fully established in love, enjoy the 
place of the just” — pay evocBar. 





* V.v.l. “Owovye 'Evoy eiapecrncac rp Oeg, Ev owpari per 
eréOn, Ty perabeoy rey ducalwy xpopnvuwy Kai ‘HKiac, wc Fr, 
év ry rov xAdoparog bxoorace dvedhgOn, thy dvdAney rev wvev- 
parkey wpognrevwy, «.T.A. . « . Ato kal A€yovary of xpeo[surepot, 
trav drocrédwy pabnrai, rove perareDérvrag éxtice [that is, to para- 
dise}] perareOjvac' (decalorge yap dvOpwrotc cai xvevparopdpac 
HrowadoOn o wapadeooc, év § cat IatAoc dxdcrodoc eioxoptobeic 
fxovoey appnra pijpara, wo mpog hudc év rp wapdrre’) KaKet 
pévecy rove perareQévracg Ewe ovvredziac, mpoossalouévove ry 
dgbapaiay. 

° III. xix. 3. Ut quemadmodum caput resurrexit a mortuis, 
sic et reliquum corpus omnis hominis, qui invenitur in vita, 
impleto tempore condemnationis ejus, quee erat propter inobedi- 
entiam, resurgat. 

" V. ix. 2, Quotquot autem timent Deum, et credunt in ad- 
ventum Filii ejus, et per fidem constituunt in cordibus suis Spi- 
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that by means of this same Spirit they would rise 
again at the last day, being quickened by the Spirit, 
even as their Lord was ’. 


There is another branch of this subject ; viz. the 
employment of our Saviour while in the intermediate 
state. Irenzeus thought, as did other Fathers, that 
our Lord went and preached the Gospel to those 
who were dead, there being forgiveness to whosoever 
would believe in him, so preaching to them; and 
that those who in old times had hoped in him, and 
foretold his coming, did then believe in him and 
obtain remission *. 


ritum Dei, hi tales juste homines dicentur, et mundi et spiritales 
et viventes Deo; quia habent Spiritum Patris, qui emundat 
hominem et sublevat in vitam Dei....... Infirmitas enim 
carnis absorpta potentem ostendit spiritum ; spiritus autem rur- 
sus absorbens infirmitatem, hzreditate possidet carnem in se: 
et ex utrisque factus est vivens homo; vivens quidem propter 
participationem Spiritus, homo autem propter substantiam carnis. 





3. Ubi autem Spiritus Patris ibi homo vivens, sanguis 
rationalis ad ultionem a Deo custoditus, caro a Spiritu possessa, 
oblita quidem sui, qualitatem autem spiritus assumens, conformis 
facta Verbo Dei. 

? V. vii. 1. Et iterom ad Romanos ait: ‘‘Si autem Spiritus 
ejus qui suscitavit Jesum a mortuis habitat in vobis, qui euscita- 
vit Christum a mortuis vivificabit et mortalia corpora vestra. 





2. Heec sunt enim corpora mortalia, id est, participantia anime, 
quam cum amiserint, mortificantur; deinde per Spiritum surgen- 
tia fiunt corpora spiritualia, uti per Spiritum semper permanentem 
habeant vitam. 

> IV. xxvii. 2. Et propter hoc Dominum in ea, que sunt 
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Here again we have a definite meaning given to 
passages of Holy Writ, respecting which we may 
discuss and have discussed endlessly, resting in the 
mere light of Scripture. And that being the case, 
it appears more rational to accept the interpretation 
furnished by early writers, who are in all probability 
in this and other cases giving us views which had 
come down from the Apostles themselves. 


sub terra, descendisse, evangelizantem et illis adventum suum ; 
remissione peccatorum exsistente his quicredunt in eum. Cre- 
diderunt autem in eum omnes qui sperabant in eum, id est, qui 
adventum ejus prenuntiaverunt, et dispositionibus ejus servi- 
erunt, justi et prophets et patriarche ; quibus similiter ut nobis 
remisit peccata. 

Clem. Alex. Strom. VI. 6. § 44. Acéwep 6 Kuptoc einyyedloaro 
kal roicg ev “Accov.——45. ®nol your } ypagn’ Aégyec o“Atdne ry 
aroXeig’ Elcog pév abrov obc eidopev, gwryv o€ abrov nxovoaper. 
2 eo » Tid obyt Snrdovory einyyedtabac roy Kupeoy rote re dro- 
Awrdow év ry karaxdvopg, paddov dé wemednpévore Kal rote tv 
pudaky re kal dpovpg ovvexopévocc. Tertullian de Anima, 55. 
Christus Deus, quia et homo, mortuus secundum Scripturas, et 
sepultus secus easdem, huic quoque legi satisfecit, forma humane 
mortis apud inferos functus; nec ante ascendit in sublimiora 
ccelorum, quam descendit in inferiora terrarum, ut illic patriarchas 
et prophetas compotes sui faceret.—See also Cyril of Jerusalem, 
Catech. xiv. 18, 19. 





CHAPTER XIX. 
ON UNFULFILLED PROPHECY. 


Ir was the opinion of the Gnostics that the Tempter 
was either the same as the God of the Old Testa- 
ment, acting in opposition to the Supreme Being, 
or a creature and agent of this God. In contra- 
diction to this notion, Ireneus lays down, and con- 
firms from various portions of Scripture, that he was 
one of the angels, attendants upon the Supreme 
Being, who rebelled against him, who consummated 
his rebellion by seducing man from his allegiance, 
and who is always setting himself up as a rebel 
against his Maker ’. 


Having proved this from the past history of the 
world, he continues the proof by adducing the pro- 
phecies concerning Antichrist, the Millennium, and 
the consummation of all things’. In this way he is 


’ 'V. xxiv. 4. See p. 107, note ’. 
* Book V. chapter xxv. to the end. 
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led to develope his own views upon those subjects: 
and as his opinions on the Millennium are different 
from those which have prevailed subsequently, with 
almost universal consent in the Western Church, 
that portion of his Treatise is rarely found complete 
in our present MSS., the copyists not thinking it 
proper or worth their while to copy what was gene- 
rally disapproved by the Church °. 


Irenseus, then, regards Antichrist as a direct agent 
of Satan, in and by means of whom he will fulfil the 
great object of his rebellion, of procuring himself 
to be owned by mankind as their king, and wor- 
shipped as their God; by whom he will abolish all 
idols, and set himself up as the one idol, uniting in 
himself all the delusion of all the false gods who 
have ever existed. In him, therefore, will be literally 
fulfilled the prophecy of St. Paul, 2 Thess. ii. 3, 4‘; 


* The five last chapters of the Fifth Book are wanting in all 
but two MSS. 

‘ V. xxv. 1. Et non tantum autem per ea que dicta sunt, sed 
et per ea que erunt sub Antichristo, ostenditur, quoniam existens 
apostata et latro, quasi Deus vult adorari; et cum sit servus, 
Regem se vult preeconari. Ille enim omnem suscipiens diaboli 
virtutem, veniet non quasi Rex justus, nec quasi in subjectione 
Dei legitimus; sed impius et in)ustus et sine lege, quasi apostata 
et iniquus et homicida, quasi latro, diabolicam apostasiam in se 
recapitulans: et idola quidem seponens, ad suadendum quod ipse 
sit Deus; se autem extollens unum idolum, habens in semetipso 
reliquorum idolorum varium errorem: ut hi qui per multas 
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for he will literally enthrone himself in the temple of 
God at Jerusalem, and by oppressive methods will 
endeavour to exhibit himself as God, and Christ °. 


abominationes adorant diabolum, hi per hoc unum idolum ser- 
viant ipsi, de quo Apostolus in epistola, quz est ad Thessaloni- 
censes secunda, sic ait: ‘‘ Quoniam nisi venerit abscessio primum, 
et revelatus fuerit homo peccati, filius perditionis, qui adversatur 
et extollit se super omne quod dicitur Deus, aut colitur; ita ut 
in templo Dei sedeat, ostendens semetipsum tanquam sit Deus.” 
Manifeste igitur Apostolus ostendit apostasiam ejus, et quoniam 
extollitur super omne quod dicitur Deus, vel quod colitur, hoc 
est, super omne idolum, (hi enim sunt qui dicuntur quidem ab 
hominibus, non sunt autem, Dii,) et quoniam ipse se tyrannico 
more conabitur ostendere Deum. 

* V. xxv. 2. Super hac autem manifestavit et illud, quod a 
nobis per multa ostensum est, quoniam in Hierosolymis templum 
dispositione veri Dei factum est. Ipse enim Apostolus ex sua 
persona diffinitive templum illud dixit Dei. Ostendimus autem 
in tertio libro, nullum ab Apostolis ex sua persona Deum appel- 
lari, nisi eum qui vere sit Deus, Patrem Domini nostri: cujus 
jussu hoc, quod est in Hierosolymis, factum est templum, ob eas 
causas que a nobis dict sunt: in quo adversarius sedebit, ten- 
tans semetipsum Christum ostendere, sicut et Dominus ait: 
‘* Cum autem videritis abominationem desolationis, quod dictum 
est per Danielem Prophetam, stantem in loco sancto, (qui legit, 
intelligat,) tunc qui in Judeea sunt, fugiant in montes: et qui in 
tecto est, non descendat tollere quidquam de domo. Erit enim 
tunc pressura magna, qualis non est facta ab initio szeculi usque 
nunc, sed neque fiet.”—4. Et Dominus autem hoc item non cre- 
dentibus sibi dicebat: ‘ Ego veni in nomine Patris mei, et non 
recepistis me ; cum alius venerit in nomine suo, illum recipietis :” 
alium dicens Antichristum, qui alienus est a Domino. Et ipse est 
‘* iniquus judex,” qui a Domino dictus est, quoniam ‘‘ Deum non 
timebat, neque hominem reverebatur,” ad quem fugit vidua oblita 
Dei, id est, terrena Hierusalem, ad ulciscendum de inimico. 


R 
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Irenzeus applies to this event the prophecy of Daniel 
concerning the abomination of desolation, quoted by 
our Lord, Matt. xxiv. 15, 16°. 


He likewise applies to him what is said by Daniel 
of the little horn, in Dan. vii. 8. 20—26; conceiving 
the ten horns to be ten kings of different portions of 
the Roman Empire’, and consequently believing 


Quod et faciet in tempore regni sui: transferet regnum in eam, et 
in templo Dei sedet [sedebit], seducens eos qui adorant eum, quasi 
ipse sit Christus. Quapropter ait Daniel iterum: “‘ Et sanctum 
desolabitur: et datum est in sacrificium peccatum, et projecta est 
in terra justitia, et fecit, et prospere cessit.” xxvii. 2. Et 
propter hoc Apostolus ait: ‘‘ Pro eo quod dilectionem Dei non 
receperunt, ut salvi fierent, et ideo mittet eos Deus in operationem 
erroris, ut credant mendacio, ut judicentur omnes qui non credi- 
derunt veritati, sed consenserunt iniquitati.” Illo enim veniente, 
et sua sententia apostasiam recapitulante in semetipsum, et sua 
voluntate et arbitrio operante queecumque operabitur, et in tem- 
plo Dei sedente, ut sicut Christum adorent illum qui seducentur 
ab illo; quapropter et juste “in stagnum projicietur ignis :” 
Deo autem secundum suam providentiam prassciente omnia, et 
apto tempore eum, qui talis futurus erat, immittente, “‘ ut credant 
falso, et judicentur omnes, qui non crediderunt veritati, sed con- 
senserunt iniquitati.” 

° V. xxv. 4. 

7 V. xxv. 3, Daniel autem novissimi regni finem respiciens, 
(id est, novissimos decem Reges, in quos dividitur regnum illo- 
rum, super quos filius perditionis veniet,) cornua dicit decem nasci 





bestiz ; et alterum cornu pusillum nasci in medio ipsorum, et 
tria cornua de prioribus eradicari a facie ejus. ‘“ Et ecce,” inquit, 
‘ oculi quasi oculi hominis in cornu hoc, et os Joquens magna, et 
aspectus ejus major reliquis. Videbam, et cornu illud faciebat 
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that Antichrist will be a power, who will overthrow 
and kill three of the kings of those divisions, and 
reign for a space of three years and a half; during 


bellum adversus sanctos, et valebat adversus eos; quoadusque 
venit vetustas dicrum, et judicium dedit sanctis altissimi Dei, et 
tempus pervenit, et regnum obtinuerunt sancti.” Postea in ex- 
solutione visionum dictum est ei: “ Bestia quarta regnum 
quartum erit in terra, quod eminebit super reliqua regna, et 
manducabit omnem terram, et conculcabit eam, et concidet. Et 
decem cornua ejus, decem Reges exsurgent: et post eos surget 
alius, qui superabit malis omnes qui ante eum fuerunt, et Reges 
tres deminorabit, et verba adversus altissimum Deum loquetur, et 
sanctos altissimi Dei conteret, et cogitabit demutare tempora et 
Legem : et dabitur in manu ejus, usque ad tempus temporum et 
dimidium tempus,” hoc est, per triennium et sex menses, in 
xxvi. 1. Manifestius 
adhuc etiam de novissimo tempore, et de his qui sunt in eo decem 





quibus veniens regnabit super terram. 


Regibus, in quos dividetur quod nunc regnat imperium, significa- 
vit Joannes Domini discipulus in Apocalypsi, edisserens quz 
fuerint decem cornua, que a Daniele visa sunt, dicens sic dictum 
esse sibi: “ Et decem cornua que vidisti decem Reges sunt, qui 
regnum nondum acceperunt, sed potestatem quasi reges una 
hora accipient cum bestia. Hi unam sententiam habent, et vir- 
tutem et potestatem suam bestiz dant. Hi cum Agno pugna- 
bunt, et Agnus vincet eos, quoniam Dominus Dominorum est, et 
Rex Regum.” Manifestum est itaque, quoniam ex his tres in- 
terficiet ille qui venturus est, et reliqui subjicientur ei, et ipse 
octavus in eis; et vastabunt Babylonem, et comburent eam igni, 
et dabunt regnum suum bestiz, et effugabunt Ecclesiam: post 
deinde ab adventu Domini nostri destruentur. Quoniam enim 
oportet dividi regnum, et sic deperire, Dominus ait: “ Omne 
regnum divisum: in se, desolabitur: et omnis civitas vel domus 
divisa in se, non stabit.” Dividi igitur et regnum, et civitatem, 
et domum oportet in decem : et propterea jam partitionem et 
divisionem preefiguravit. 
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which time he will trample under foot the saints of 
the Most High °. 


He affirms that he is the other, mentioned by our 
Lord, (John v. 43,) who will come in his own name ; 
and the unjust judge, who feared not God nor regarded 
men, to whom the widowed Jerusalem will come for 
redress against her enemy; in consequence of which 
he will transfer the seat of his dominion thither. 


He declares him to be the wicked king of Daniel, 
(vili. 23—-25,) who for three years and a half will 
put down the pure offering which the saints offer to 
God, i. e. the Holy Eucharist °. 


He finds him under the Beast of the Revelation of 


* V. xxv. 3. 

° V. xxv. 4. Et Gabriel Angelus exsolvens ejus visionem, de 
hoc ipso dicebat: ‘‘ Et in novissimo regni ipsorum exsurget Rex 
improbus facie valde, et intelligens queestiones ; et valida virtus 
ejus et admirabilis ; et corrumpet, et diriget, et faciet, et extermi- 
nabit fortes et populum sanctum, et jugum torquis ejus dirige- 
tur: dolus in manu ejus, et in corde suo exaltabitur, et dolo 
disperdet multos, et ad perditionem multorum stabit, et quomodo 
ova manu conteret.” Deinde et tempus tyrannidis ejus significat, 
in quo tempore fugabuntur Sancti, qui purum sacrificium offerunt 
Domino: ‘ Et in dimidio hebdomadis,”’ ait, “‘ tolletur sacrificium 
et libatio, et in Templum abominatio desolationis, et usque ad 
consummationem temporis consummatio dabitur super desola- 
tionem ;” dimidium autem hebdomadis tres sunt anni et menses 
sex. 
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St. John, (xvii. 11—14,) who will drive the Church 
into the wilderness, and finally be vanquished by our 
Lord. He identifies the ten kings who will give 
their kingdom to the beast with the ten divisions of 
Daniel’s fourth kingdom, (Dan. ii. 33,) of whom three 
will be killed by Antichrist; and the rest, submitting 
to him, will assist him in conquering Babylon, and 
burning it with fire: and he makes the stone cut 
out without hands to be Christ, who shall destroy 


temporal kingdoms, and set up an eternal one, (Dan. 
li. 44, 45'). 


1 V. xxvi. 1. Et diligenter Daniel finem quarti Regni digi- 
tos ait pedum esse ejus imaginis, que a Nabuchodonosor visa 
est, in quos venit lapis sine manibus precisus ; et quemadmodum 
ipse ait: ‘“‘ Pedes, pars quidem aliqua ferrea, et pars aliqua ficti- 
lis; quoadusque abscissus est Japis sine manibus, et percussit 
imaginem in pedes ferreos et fictiles, et comminuit eos usque ad 
finem.” Post deinde in exsolutione ait: “ Et quoniam vidisti 
pedes et digitos, partem quidem fictilem, partem autem ferream, 
Tegnum divisum erit, et a radice ferrea erit in eo, quemadmodum 
vidisti ferrum commixtum teste. Et digiti pedum, pars quidem 
aliqua ferrea, pars autem aliqua fictilis.” Ergo decem digiti 
pedum, hi sunt decem Reges, in quibus dividetur regnum: ex 
quibus quidam quidem fortes et agiles, sive efficaces ; alii autem 
pigri et inutiles erunt, et non consentient: quemadmodum et 
Daniel ait: “ Pars aliqua regni erit fortis, et ab ipsa pars erit 
minuta. Quoniam vidisti ferram commixtum testz#, commix- 
tiones erunt in semine hominum, et non erunt adjuncti invicem, 
quemadmodum ferrum non commiscetur cum testa.” Et quoniam 
finis fiet, inquit: ‘Et in diebus Regum illorum excitabit Deus 
ceeli Regnum, quod in eternum non corrumpetur, et Regnum 
ejus alteri populo non relinquetur. Comminuet et ventilabit 
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Irenseus again sees Antichrist in the deast (Rev. 
xiii. 2—-18) whose head was wounded, who has a 
mouth given to him speaking great things, and 
receives power for forty and two months; who has 
an armour-bearer, called the false prophet, who will 
work great miracles by magical power, through the 
aid of evil spirits; the number of whose name is 
666°. 


omnia regna, et ipsum exaltabitur in eternum. Quemadmodum 
vidisti, quoniam de monte precisus est lapis sine manibus, et 
comminuit testam, ferrum, et zramentum, et argentum, et aurum. 
Deus magnus significavit Regi, qu futura sunt post hec: et ve- 
rum est somnium, et fidelis interpretatio ejus.”—-2. Si ergo Deus 
magnus significavit per Danielem futura, et per Filium confirma- 
vit; et Christus est lapis, qui praecisus est sine manibus, qui 
destruet temporalia Regna, et zeternum inducet, que est justorum 
resurrectio: ‘‘ Resuscitabit,” ait, ‘‘ Deus coeli Regnum, quod in 
geternum nunquam corrumpetur.” See also xxvi. 1. p. 243, note. 

7 'V. xxviii. 2, Cujus adventum Joannes in Apocalypsi signifi- 
cavit ita: “ Et bestia quam videram, similis erat pardo.... . 
Si quis gladio occiderit, oportet eum in gladio occidi. Hic est 
sustinentia et fides sanctorum.” Post deinde et de armigero ejus, 
quem et pseudoprophetam vocat: ‘ Loquebatur,” inquit, ‘* quasi 
draco, et potestatem prime bestiz omnem faciebat in conspectu 
ejus : et facit terram, et qui habitant in ea, ut adorarent bestiam 
primam, cujus curata est plaga mortis ejus. Et faciet signa 
magna, ut et ignem faciat de ccelo descendere in terram in con- 
spectu hominum, et seducet inhabitantes super terram.” Hzc 
ne quis eum divina virtute putet signa facere, sed magica ope- 
ratione. Et non est mirandum, si deemoniis et apostaticis spiriti- 
bus ministrantibus ei, per eos faciat signa, in quibus seducat 
habitantes super terram. ‘‘ Et imaginem,” ait, ‘“jubebit fieri 
bestize, et spiritum dabit imagini, uti et loquatur imago, et eos 
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Respecting this number he enters into a special 
discussion, in which he first reproves those who 
hastily endeavoured to interpret it ’, and then endea- 
vours to lay down correct principles of interpretation 
for it. He suggests that we must wait till the other 
signs of Antichrist begin to be fulfilled, such as the 
division of the Roman Empire into ten parts, and 
the sudden coming of another power to their dis- 
comfiture. We must also remark, he tells us, that 
Jeremiah (viii. 16) has foretold that he will be of 
the tribe of Dan*. We must not be rash in applying 


qui non adoraverint eam, faciet occidi. Et characterem autem,” 
ait, “in fronte, et in manu dextra faciet dari, ut non possit aliquis 
emere vel vendere, nisi qui habet characterem nominis bestiz, vel 
numerum nominis ejus; et esse numerum sexcentos sexaginta 
sex, quod est, sexies centeni, et deni sexies, et singulares sex ;” 
in recapitulationem universe apostasize ejus, que facta est in 
sex millibus annorum. 

* V. xxx. 1. Kal xpérov pév Cnpia vy rp drorvyeiv ritc adn- 
Oeiac, cal ro pu) Ov we ov ProdaGeiv’ Exaira O& Tov XpoaOEvrog 7 
ageddvrog re rife ypagiic, éxtryslay ob ry rvxovcay ExorTog, tic 
airiy éuxeocivy dvaycn tov rowvroy, éwaxoovOhoe dé kai Erepoc 
oby 6 ruywy Kivduvog roic Wevdic xpoeArAngdory eidévat ro rov dyre- 
xplorov Gvoua® «i yap GAXNo per ovroe Soxovory, GANO O€ exeivoc 
Exwv éXevoerat, pgdiwe éararnOijcovras rap’ abrov’ &¢ pndérov 
wxapdvrog éxetvou, dv puAdoceoBac xpoohxe. 

* V. xxx. 2. Oportet itaque tales discere, et ad verum recur- 
rere nominis numerum ; ut non in pseudoprophetarum loco depu- 
tentur. Sed scientes firrmum numerum qui a Scriptura annun- 
tiatus est, id est, sexcentorum seXxaginta sex, sustineant primum 
quidem divisionem Regni in decem : post deinde, illis regnantibus, 
et incipientibus corrigere sya negotia et augere suum regnum ; 


] 
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the number to any particular individual or power, 
for many names will correspond with it, such as 
EvavOac, Aaretvoc, (which he thinks very probable, as 
being the name of the last of the four empires,) and 
Tearay, for which he suggests many, to his appre- 
hension, plausible recommendations °. 


qui de improviso advenerit regnum sibi vindicans, et terrebit 
preedictos, habens nomen continens predictum numerum, hune 
vere cognoscere esse abominationem desolationis. Hoc et Apo- 
stolus ait: ‘“ Cum dixerint, Pax et munitio, tunc subitaneus illis 
superveniet interitus.” Hieremias autem non solum subitaneum 
ejus adventum, sed et tribum, ex qua veniet, manifestavit dicens : 
‘‘ Ex Dan audiemus vocem velocitatis equorum ejus: a voce 
hinnitus decursionis equorum ejus commovebitur tota terra: et 
veniet, et manducabit terram, et plenitudinem ejus, et civitatem, 
et qui habitant in ea.” Et propter hoc non annumeratur tribus 
heec in Apocalypsi cum his que salvantur. 

* V. xxx. 3. "Aogadécrepoy ovv cai axivduvdrepov, Tro xept- 
peévey thy ExBaow Tic xpognreiacg, i} ro Karacroyalecbat, Kai kara- 
pavrevecBat Ovoparoc’ ruxoy de éxl rolAwy dvoparwy evpeBivat 
duvapévov rov avrov apiOyov, et nihilominus quidem erit hec 
eadem questio. Ei yap wodAa éore ra evpioxdueva ovopara, 
Exovra roy adrov apOuory, rotoy é& abtray goptoe 6 Epydpevoc, 
GnrnOhoerat. Quoniam autem non propter inopiam nominum 
habentium numerum nominis ejus dicimus hzec, sed propter timo- 
rem erga Deum et zelum veritatis: EYANOAZ enim nomen habet 
numerum de quo quezritur: sed nihil de eo affirmamus. Sed et 
AATEINOZ nomen habet sexcentorum sexaginta sex numerum: 
et valde verisimile est, quoniam novissimum regnum hoc habet 
vocabulum. Latini enim sunt qui nunc regnant: sed non in hoc 
nos gloriabimur. Sed et TEITAN, prima syllaba per duas Greecas 
vocales « et ¢ scripta, omnium nominum que apud nos inveniuntur, 
magis fide dignum est. Etenim predictum numerum habet in se, 
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This is the sum of what he tells us on the subject 
of Antichrist; and he declares that when he has 
reigned, sitting in the temple of Jerusalem, for three 
years and a half, then the Lord will come to judg- 
ment, and to introduce the times of the kingdom of 
heaven, and the true Sabbath, in which many shall 
come from the east and west, and sit down with 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob °. 


et literarum est sex, singulis syllabis ex ternis literis constantibus, 
et vetus, et semotum ; neque enim eorum Regum, qui secundum 
nos sunt, aliquis vocatus est Titan; neque eorum, que publice 
adorantur, idolorum apud Greecos et barbaros habet vocabulum 
hoc: et divinum putatur apud multos esse hoc nomen, ut etiam 
sol Titan vocetur ab his qui nunc tenent: et ostentationem quan- 
dam continet ultionis, et vindictam inferentis, quod ille simulat se 
male tractatos vindicare. Et alias autem et antiquum, et fide 
dignum et regale, magis autem et tyrannicum nomen. Cum 
igitur tantum suasionum habeat hoc nomen Titan, tamen habet 
verisimilitudinem, ut ex multis colligamus ne forte Titan vocetur, 
qui veniet. Nos tamen non periclitabimur in eo, nec asseverantes 
pronuntiabimus, hoc eum nomen habiturum: scientes, quoniam 
61 oporteret manifeste preesenti tempore praeconari nomen ejus, 
per ipsum utique editum fuisset, qui et Apocalypsim viderat. 

* V.xxx. 4. Cum autem vastaverit Antichristus hic omnia in 
hoc mundy, regnans annis tribus et mensibus sex, et sederit in 
templo Hierosolymis; tunc veniet Dominus de ceelis in nubibus 
in gloria Patris, illum quidem et obedientes ei in stagnum ignis 
mittens; adducens autem justis Regni tempora, hoc est, requie- 
tionem, septimam diem sanctificatam ; et restituens Abrahe pro- 
missionem heereditatis: in quo Regno ait Dominus, multos ab 
Oriente et Occidente venientes, recumbere cum Abraham, Isaac, 
et Jacob. Ibid. xxxiii.2. See p. 215, note ’. 
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It is foreign to my purpose to enter into the pro- 
bability or improbability of these interpretations: 
but two things strike me as remarkable: first, the 
decided identification of the ten horns of the beast 
with the Roman Empire in a state of division; and 
secondly, the admission of the mystical meaning of 
days in the prophecy of Daniel (viii. 27) as signifying 
years, coupled with the literal interpretation of 
time in other passages ; as, for instance, Dan. vii. 25, 
and Rev. xiii. 5. 


When the short reign of Antichrist ceases, the 
undisputed reign of Christ (according to Irenzus) 
will begin, and will continue a thousand years. For 
as the days of creation were six, and the day of rest 
one; as moreover one day is with the Lord a 
thousand years; this world is destined to endure six 
thousand years in this state of turmoil and per- 
plexity’, and then will succeed a thousand of rest 
and enjoyment *. When that time arrives, the world 
will be restored to its pristine state; the very ani- 
mals will all associate together in peace; the just 


7 V. xxviii. 3. See p. 215, note '. 

The very ancient writer under the name of Barnabas, con- 
temporary at least with Justin Martyr, says, (Epist. § 11.) [poo- 
éyere, rexva, ri Néyer TO’ Buverédecer Ev EF Hpepacc. Touro réyer 
re ovyredet Kuptog év eLaxcoyidilore Erect ra wavra. 

* V. xxx. 4. xxxiii. 2. 
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will rise with their bodies, and upon this very earth, 
upon which they suffered, will receive the reward of 
their endurance’. Then shall Abraham receive, 


° V. xxxii. 1. Quoniam igitur transferuntur quorundam sen- 
tentize ab hereticis sermonibus, et sunt ignorantes dispositiones 
Dei et mysterium justorum resurrectionis et Regni quod est prin- 
cipium incorruptele, per quod regnum qui digni fuerint paulatim 
assuescunt capere Deum; necessarium est autem dicere de illis 
quoniam oportet justos primos in conditione hac que renovatur, 
ad apparitionem Dei resurgentes, recipere promissionem heredi- 
tatis quam Deus promisit patribus, et regnare in ea; post deinde 
fieri judicium. In qua enim conditione laboraverunt sive afflicti 
sunt, omnibus modis probati per sufferentiam, justum est in ipsa 
recipere eos fructus sufferentie. . .. . . Oportet ergo et ipsam 
conditionem, reintegratam ad pristinum, sine prohibitione servire 





justis. xxxiil. 4. Heee ergo tempora prophetans Esaias ait : 
‘“‘Et compascetur lupus cum agno, et pardus conquiescet cum 
hzedo, et vitulus et taurus et leo simul pascentur, et puer pusil- 
lus ducet eos. Et bos et ursus simul pascentur, et simul infan- 
tes eorum erunt: et leo et bos manducabunt paleas. Et puer 
infans in cavernam aspidum, et in cubile filiorum aspidum manum 
mittet; et non male facient, nec poterunt perdere aliquem in 
monte sancto meo.” Et iterum recapitulans ait: ‘‘Tunc lupi et 
agni pascentur simul, et leo quasi bos vescetur paleis, serpens 
autem terram quasi panem: et non nocebunt neque vexabunt in 
monte sancto meo, dicit Dominus.” Non ignoro autem, quoniam 
quidam hec in feros, et ex diversis gentibus et variis operibus 
credentes, et cum crediderint consentientes justis, tentent trans- 
ferre. Sed etsi nunc hoc sit in quibusdam hominibus, ex variis 
gentibus in unam sententiam fidei venientibus, nihilominus in 
resurrectione justorum super iis animalibus, quemadmodum dic- 
tum est: dives enim in omnibus Deus. Et oportet conditione 
revocata, obedire et subjecta esse omnia animalia homini, et ad 
primam a Deo datam reverti escam, (quemadmodum autem in 
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fully and literally, the promise made to him and to 
his seed, i. e. the Church, and shall really enjoy his 
inheritance from the river of Egypt to the great 
Euphrates’. Then shall Jesus drink the fruit of the 
vine new with his disciples’; for there shall be no 
more labour, but there shall be a continual table 
prepared by a creative hand, by the incredible pro- 


obedientia subjecta erant Adee,) fructum terre. Alias autem et 
non est nunc ostendere leonem paleis vesci. Hoc autem signifi- 
cabat magnitudinem et pinguedinem fructuum. Si enim leo 
animal paleis vescitur; quale ipsum triticum erit, cujus palea ad 
escam congrua erit leonum ? 

Theophilus ad Autolycum, II. 25. ‘Oxdray oby wadty 6 dvOpw- 
moc dvadpapy elc ro Kara gut, pnKért Kaxoxowy; Kdkeiva (i. e. 
ra Onpia) axoxaracrabigerat cic rny apynOey Hpepornra. 

1 V. xxxii. 2. ‘‘ Semini tuo dabo terram hanc, a flumine 
Egypti usque ad flumen magnum Euphratem.” Si ergo huic 
[Abraham } promisit Deus hzereditatem terre, non accepit autem 
in omni suo incolatu ; oportet eum accipere cum semine suo, hoc 
est, qui timent Deum et credunt in eum, in resurrectione justorum. 
Semen autem ejus Ecclesia, per Dominum adoptionem que est 
ad Deum accipiens. ....... Neque Abraham neque semen 
ejus, hoc est, qui ex fide justificantur, nunc sumunt in ea heeredi- 
tatem ; accipient autem eam in resurrectione justorum. 

7 'V. xxxili. 1. Promisit bibere de generatione vitis cum suis 
discipulis ; utrumque ostendens, et heereditatem terre in qua 
bibitur nova generatio vitis, et carnalem resurrectionem discipu- 
lorum ejus : que enim nova resurgit caro, ipsa est que et novum 
percipit poculum. Neque autem sursum in superceelesti loco 
constitutus cum suis potest intelligi bibens vitis generationem ; 
neque rursus sine carne sunt, qui bibant illud: carnis enim pro- 
prium est, et non spiritus, qui ex vite accipitur potus. 2. See 
p. 215, note ”. 
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ductiveness of the fruits of the earth*. Then shall 
the righteous hold intercourse and communion with 
Angels‘ in Jerusalem, which shall be then rebuilt °. 


This state of things he believed, as I have said, 
would last a thousand years; and he adopted this 
view, not for want of knowing that there was an 
allegorical interpretation, but because he thought it 


forced and unnatural, and labouring under irreme- 
diable difficulties °. 


* V. xxxiii. 2. supra.—3. Praedicta itaque benedictio ad tempora 
Regni sine contradictione pertinet, quando regnabunt justi sur- 
gentes a mortuis: quando et creatura renovata, et liberata, multitu- 
dinem fructificabit universse escz, ex rore cceli, et ex fertilitate 
terre. See p. 131, note °. 

* V.xxxv. 1. Regnabunt justi in terra, crescentes ex visione 
Domini, et per ipsum assuescent capere gloriam Dei Patris, et 
cum sanctis Angelis conversationem et communionem, et unita- 
tem spiritalium in Regno capient: et illos quos Dominus in 
carne inveniet, exspectantes eum de ccelis, et perpessos tribula- 
tionem, qui et effugerint iniqui manus. 

* V. xxxv. 2. In Regni temporibus, revocata terra a Christo, 
et resedificata Hierusalem, secundum characterem que sursum 
est Hierusalem. 





° V. xxxiii. 4. supra.—xxxv. 1. Si autem quidam tentaverint 
allegorizare heec, quee eyusmodi sunt; neque de omnibus poterunt 
consonantes sibimetipsis inveniri, et convincentur ab ipsis dic- 
tionibus.— 2. Et nihil allegorizani potest, sed omnia firma, et vera, 
et substantiam habentia, ad fruitionem hominum justorum a Deo 
facta. Quomodo enim vere Deus est, qui resuscitat hominem ; 
sic et vere resurgit homo a mortuis, et non allegorice, quemad- 
modum per tanta ostendimus. Et sicut vere resurgit, sic et vere 
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And when the thousand years were ended, he 
believed that the great day of judgment would come, 
and the general resurrection, when the New Jeru- 
salem would descend from heaven, of which the 
former Jerusalem, in which the just were prepared 
for immortality, would have been but an image’. 
Then will there be new heavens and a new earth, in 
which man will for ever converse with God. But 
there will not be only one abode of the righteous: 
some will ascend into heaven above the angels; 
others will enjoy the delights of a paradise *; but all 


premeditabitur [peAerhoerac—sese exercebit in] incorruptelam, 
et augebitur, et vigebit in Regni temporibus, ut fiat capax glorize 
Patris. Deinde omnibus renovatis, vere in civitate habitabit 
Dei. 

’ V. xxxv. 2. His itaque preetereuntibus super terram, novam 
superiorem Hierusalem ait Domini discipulus Joannes descendere, 
quemadmodum sponsam ornatam viro suo; et hoc esse taberna- 
culum Dei, in quo inhabitabit Deus cum hominibus. Hujus 
Hierusalem imago illa, que in priori terra, Hierusalem, in qua 
justi prameditantur incorruptelam, et parantur in salutem. Et 
hujus tabernaculi typum accepit Moyses in monte. 

* V. xxxvil. [apedOdvrog d€ rov oxnparoc rovrov, cal ava- 
vewBévrog rov avOpwrov, Kal akuacavrog mpoc thy agBapaiay, Sore 
pnxére OvvacOat ripa wadawOijva, Eora 6 obpavdg Katvoc, Kai 7 
Yij cawwh’ év roig cacvoic avapevel 6 &vOpwroc del Katvog, Kal xpoo- 
opiiav re Oe~*.... » gnoty yap ‘Hoatac’ “Ov rpdroy yap 6 
ovpavog Katvoc kal f yi Katyn, & eyw wow, pévet Evwmriory Epov, 
Aéyec Kupioc, ovrw orjoerat ro oréppa Uuwy Kai TO Ovopa Upwv... 
we of xpeofsurepoe A€youet, rdre Kal ot per Karalwhévrec rite Ev 
oupary carpifsitc, Exeioe YwpHoovary, ot Cé rij¢ Tov mapadeicov 


Tpugiig AmoAaVaovty, ot dE THY KapumpOrnra ric TéAEwC KaGELovery® 
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will have the continual manifestation of the presence 
of God, and be changed into his likeness ’. 


This, I believe, is a correct view of the opinions 
of Irenzeus as to certain departments of unfulfilled 
prophecy. I offer upon them no opinion of my own; 
but it is right to say that he was by no means 
singular in his own age ', and that there is no writer 


wavraxov yap 6 Lwrip cpabjcerat, xabig Gktoe Evovrar oi dpwrrec 
auroy. 

° V. xxxvi. 3. Ut progenies ejus, primogenitus Verbum, de- 
scendat in facturam, hoc est, in plasma, et capiatur ab eo; et 
factura iterum capiat Verbum, et ascendat ad eum, supergrediens 
Angelos, et fiet secundum imaginem et similitudinem Dei. 

* Justin Martyr, Dial. cum Tryph. 80, makes Tryphon ask the 
question : Eire dé pot GdAnOwc, dpeic AvotkodopnOyvac roy Tomo 
‘Tepovoadnp rovroy éuodoyeire, kal cvvaxOhcecBa rov Aaoy pwr, 
cal eigpavOijvat ovy te Xptorp dua roig warpidpyate Kal roic¢ 
Tpogpyratc Kai roi¢g amo rou fhperépou yevoug 7 Kal rwy mpoonAUTWY, 
mpiv EXOciy tuwy rov Xptoroy, xpoocoxare; And to this Justin 
replies, ‘QuoAéynoa ovy ao. kal mpdrepov, Gre éyw per Kal GAdoe 
TONAL ravra Ppovovper, we kai mavyrwe ExloracOe, rovTo yeynodpe- 
vov' woAXNoug 0 av cal rév rij¢ xaOapac cal eboeovc dvrwy Xpro- 
TLavwY yrwpune rovTo uy yrwpiley éonpava oot. And further on: 
"Eyw 6€, kat et rivég eioty dpBoyrvwpovec Kara mayra Xprortavol 
Kai gapkog avdoracw yevnoecOar emcorapeda’ Kai yidua Ern ev 
‘Tepovoadnp oixodopnbeion cai xoopnOeion cal rAarvrOelon of wpo- 
pirat ‘Teexend nai "Hoatac xai ot ddXoe Opodroyovouv.——Perhaps 
I ought to notice, that some persons have supposed Justin in this 
Jast passage to assert, that orthodox Christians in general taught 
the doctrine of the personal reign, and thence have imagined 
a discrepancy between the latter statement and that imntediately 
preceding: but a little attention will show, that all he asserts 
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of any importance, down to the time of Origen, who 
impugned the doctrine of the personal reign of Christ 
on earth. After that time, that doctrine became 
more and more unpopular in the Church at large ; 
although many, from time to time, have advocated 
views more or less in accordance with those of the 
primitive millenarians. 


concerning orthodox Christians in general is, that they believe 
the resurrection of the flesh ; and he further adds, that the pro- 
phets taught that Jerusalem was to be rebuilt, and to remain a 
thousand years inhabited by the just. 

Tertullian. advers. Marcion. IIT. 24. Nam et confitemur in terra 
nobis regnum repromissum ; sed ante coelum, sed alio statu ; utpote 
post resurrectionem in mille annos, in civitate divini operis Hieru- 
salem ccelo delata.—See also Barnabas and Theophilus, quoted 
pp- 250 & 252. 


CHAPTER XX. 


THE VIRGIN MARY. 


THERE are two passages of Irenzus, in which the 
name of the Blessed Virgin is introduced, which 
would not have called for any particular remark, 
were it not for the manner in which they are per- 
verted by Romanist writers, and especially by the 
Benedictine editor, Massuet, in support of the blas- 
phemous honour they bestow on her. When, how- 
ever, we have examined them, we shall perceive 
that, although they may, no doubt, to those whose 
minds are imbued with superstitious prejudice, at 
first sight appear to countenance that prejudice, they 
do not really favour it. 


The first of these passages affirms that “as Eve, 
having Adam for her husband, but being still a vir- 
gin. . .. being disobedient, became both to herself 
and to the whole human race the cause of death ; so 
also Mary, having her destined husband and yet 
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a virgin, being obedient, became both to herself and 
to the whole human race the cause of salvation ’.” 
There seems no difficulty in granting all this, and 
yet the conclusion by no means follows that the 
Blessed Virgin is to be regarded as a mediatrix and 
intercessor with God, next after her Son*. Eve was 
certainly the cause of death to the whole human 
race, because through her transgression Adam was 
made to transgress; and in him all mankind are 
made sinners. But it does not appear that original 
sin came to all mankind directly from Eve, or that 
she was any otherwise the cause of death to our race, 
except by bringing Adam into the transgression: 
otherwise we must suppose that our Lord, being 
born of a woman, must have inherited a sinful na- 
ture; for even Massuet does not make the Virgin 
sinless. As the transgression of Eve therefore, al- 


‘ III. xxii. 4. Maria virgo obediens invenitur, dicens: ‘‘ Ecce 
ancilla tua, Domine, fiat mihi secundum verbum tuum :” Eva 
vero inobediens; non obedivit enim, adhuc cum esset virgo. 
Quemadmodum illa, virum quidem habens Adam, virgo tamen 
adhuc existens...... inobediens facta, et sibi et universo 
generi humano causa facta est mortis; sic et Maria habens pre- 
destinatum virum, et tamen virgo, obediens, et sibi et universo 
generi humano causa facta est salutis...... Sic autem et 
Eve inobedientiz nodus solutionem accepit per obedientiam 
Mariz: quod enim alligavit virgo Eva per incredulitatem, hoc 
virgo Maria solvit per fidem. 

* Massuet, Diss. Prev. III. § 65. Nostre salutis prima post 
Filium mediatrix...... . mediatricis conciliatricisque cum 


Deo. 
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though no doubt her own act, was only instrument- 
ally and indirectly the cause of our condemnation, 
so the obedience of the Virgin Mary, although her 
own act, was only instrumentally and indirectly the 
cause of our salvation, that is, by leading to the in- 
carnation and birth of our Lord’*. And if so, there 
is no foundation whatever for making her a medi- 
atrix and intercessor with God. 


But still stronger reliance appears to be placed 
upon the next passage, in which the Virgin Mary is 
called “the advocate of the Virgin Eve*.” And yet 
that very passage supplies a proof that this term 
cannot be taken otherwise than in a figurative and 


* And so Justin Martyr puts it in a parallel passage to this of 
Irenzeus: Tryph. 100. TlapOévo¢g ovea Eva, rov Adyor rov ano 
Tov Ofewc ovdAdafZovea, wapakony Kal Odvarov Erexe’ wiorww 6€ Kat 
xapayv Aaovoa Mapia 4 wapbévoc, evayyedtZouévov airy Ta- 
PpaA adyyédov, «2... drexplvyaro’ Teévowro poe xara ro pijpa 
gov. Kal da rairnc yeyévnrat ovrog . 1... &’ ov 6 Oedc roy 
Se caradve, draddayyny ce rov Oavdrov. ..... 
épyalerac. 

* V. xix. 1. Quemadmodum enim illa per angeli sermonem 
seducta est, ut effugeret Deum, prevaricata verbum ejus ; ita et 
hac per angelicum sermonem evangelizata est, ut portaret Deum, 
obediens ejus verbo. Et si ea inobedierat Deo, sed heec suasa 
est obedire Deo, uti virginis Eve virgo Maria fieret advocata. 
Et quemadmodum adstrictum est morti genus humanum per vir- 
ginem, salvatur per virginem ; equa lance disposita, virginalis 
inobedientia per virginalem obedientiam. 


§ 2 
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improper sense: for [renzus therein asserts that “as 
the human race was condemned to death through a 
virgin, so it is saved through a virgin;” i. e. as he 
himself explains it, through her submission to the 
angelic announcement of the will of God, that his 
Son should be born of her. Now it would be clear 
blasphemy to ascribe our salvation to the Virgin 
otherwise than in a figurative sense, as being an in- 
strument in the divine hand for its accomplishment 
by becoming the mother of the real Saviour; and 
so, in the same figurative sense she was the advocate 
of Eve, by becoming the mother of him who was 
really her advocate. The figure is, no doubt, rather 
bold, but still it is evidently but a figure. 


This interpretation indeed is so obvious, that to 
us, who have no such prejudices as the members of 
the Roman Church, it would have been unnecessary 
to insist upon it, were it not for the violent per- 
version of the passage by their writers. It is, per- 
haps, worthy of more distinct indication, that Ire- 
nus, by declaring that the Blessed Virgin was the 
cause of salvation to herself, as well as to others‘, 
directly contradicts the idea held by some in the 
Roman Church, (and I believe in the Greek like- 
wise,) that she was entirely sinless. On the other 


* IIL. xxii. 4. 
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hand, he undoubtedly countenances (although he does 
not use) the appellation given to her by many, of the 
mother of God °. 


OV 6 Rike Me a a 48 ut portaret Deum. 


CHAPTER XXI. 


ACCOUNT OF THE GNOSTIC TEACHERS AND THEIR 
TENETS,. 


SECTION I. 


SIMON MAGUS, NICOLAS, AND THE EBIONITES. 


SEVERAL writers have speculated upon the sources 
of the Gnostic errors; but, I believe that the asser- 
tion of Irenzus remains uncontradicted, that SLMoNn 
Macus was the first to give them a definite form’. 
We learn from Theodoret?, Elias Cretensis*, and 


Nicetas*, that he imagined an ogdoad of superior 


' I. xxiii. 2. xxvii. 4. II. Pref. 1. III. Preef. 

? Her. 1.1. He calls the Great Original a twofold Fire, 
hidden and apparent, and he gives the names of the Pairs who 
proceeded from this Fire, as Nove cai ’Exivoca, ®wvy cai “Evvoa, 
Aoytopog cai ’EvOupnore. 

* Ad Gregor. Naz. Orat. xxiii. The names he gives are 
BuOog kai Ley, Nove cai ’AXHOea, Adyor kai Zw, “AvOpwrog cai 
"ExxAnoia. 

* Ad ejusdem Orat. xliv. 
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beings, all the rest of whom emanated from the first. 
He imagined one First Cause, the source of all ex- 
istence, with whom he joined his Thought (‘Evvaa). 
Ireneus mentions no more than these*®., Simon 
taught that this Thought, issuing forth from the 
Supreme Father, and knowing his intentions, de- 
scended from above, and produced the Angels and 
Powers by whom the world was made, and who 
were ignorant of the Father: that they, not wishing 
to acknowledge any author of their existence, de- 
tained her, and subjected her to every kind of con- 
tumely, to prevent her return to the Father, and 
caused her to exist in this world in perpetual trans- 
migration from one female form to another. 


He taught that he himself was this Supreme 
Father °, and a prostitute, named Helena, whom he 
had purchased at Tyre, and with whom he cohabited, 
was his Thought, who had been formerly the Trojan 
Helen: that she was the lost sheep’, and that he 
was come down upon earth to rescue her from the 
bondage in which she was held; and to rescue man 
by the knowledge of himself from the tyranny they 
were under to the angels who created the world. 
This tyranny was obedience to the moral law, which 
was imposed upon man by the agency of the inspired 
persons of the old dispensation solely to keep him in 


> IT. xxii. 2. ° I. xxiii, 1. I. ix. 2. 7 I. xxiii. 2. 
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subjection : and the deliverance he accomplished for 
his followers was to bring them to believe that all 
actions were indifferent in their own nature, and 
that the will of the Creative Powers was the only 
thing which made one action more just than another. 
To do away with this tyranny, he declared that he 
had transformed himself first into a resemblance to 
the angels, then into that of man; in which latter 
form he had appeared in Judea as the Son, and there 
apparently suffered; but only apparently °; that he 
had afterwards manifested himself to the Samaritans 
as the Father, and to the rest of the world as the 
Holy Ghost ’. 


Trenecus gives it as his own opinion that the con- 
version of Simon was only pretended; that he re- 
garded the Apostles as nothing more than impostors 
or sorcerers of a somewhat deeper skill and subtler 
knowledge than himself, which he hoped to be initi- 
ated into: and that his mortification at the rebuff he 
met with caused him to set himself in opposition to 
them, and to dive deeper into magic arts for that 
purpose ; on account of his proficiency in which he 
was honoured by Claudius Cesar with a statue '. 


The natural fruits followed from such doctrines 
and such an example. The priests of his heresy 


® {. xxiii. 1. 3. ° T. xxiii. 1. ' 1. xxii. 1. 
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were sorcerers of various degrees of ability, and their 
lives were very impure. They taught their followers 
to worship Simon under the form of Jupiter, and 
Helena under that of Minerva ’. 


It is obvious that such a scheme was adapted only 
to the gross and ignorant, with just enough of mys- 
ticism about it to enable its founder to keep up the 
character of a philosopher with the more refined, 
and enable him to pass off his lewdness as the result 
of a philosophical system, rather than the dominion 
of low propensities. The Emperor Claudius, noto- 
rious as & man of weak intellect, was an extremely 
likely person to be both amused and —_— by his 
magical performances. 


We have here the germ of all the Antinomian 
heresies from that time to the present. However 
they may have been espoused by refined and virtuous 
minds, they all originate with persons of impure and 
unbridled propensities, who are unwilling to avow 
the real grossness of their characters, and therefore 
set up for some deeper knowledge or more subtle 
system than ordinary men. 


It will be observed, too, that Irenzeus confirms the 


7 I. xxiii. 4. 
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statement of Justin Martyr respecting the statue 
erected in honour of Simon *. The subject is so well 
taken up by the late Dr. E. Burton, in the 42nd 
note to his Bampton Lectures, that I do not purpose 
to enter into it here, further than to remark that 
Irenzus ought not to be regarded as merely follow- 
ing Justin: for he himself had visited Rome, and 
was therefore likely to have informed himself per- 
sonally upon a subject which he thought sufficiently 
important to bring forward in controversy. 


It is likewise a fact deserving notice, that the first 
instance we have of the worship of images amongst 
persons recognizing in any degree the gospel, is to 
be found amongst the followers of Simon Magus. 
Something of this kind probably suggested St. John’s 
caution: “ Little children, keep yourselves from 
idols.” 


Concerning Nicoxas, the author, whether inten- 
tionally or not, of the sect which bears his name‘, 
he informs us that he was one of the seven deacons, 
which some have doubted. He gives us no addi- 
tional information concerning the sect, beyond that 
furnished by St. John*®. This, however, connects 


> I. xxiii, 1, ‘ Clem. Alex. Strom. IT. 20. § 118. III. 4. § 25. 
* I. xxvi. 3. 
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them with the Gnostics in their licentious doctrines, 
and no further. 


The EBIoNITES are mentioned by Ireneus, as 
though he meant to class them with the Gnostics : 
but all the information he gives respecting them 
leads to the conclusion that they had nothing in 
common with them, except their schism. He ex- 
pressly states that they believed differently from the 
Gnostics, and agreed with Christians as to the 
creation of the world; and that they differed from 
Cerinthus and Carpocrates on the subject of the 
miraculous conception *. Tertullian’ indeed implies 
that Ebion denied this latter fact; and Eusebius dis- 
tinctly asserts of the great body of his followers, that 
they thought, as Carpocrates and Cerinthus did, that 
Jesus was a mere man, and exalted for his excel- 
lence like other men®: but he states, and Theodoret? 
confirms his statement, that there were Ebionites 
who believed the miraculous conception. 


° I, xxvi. 2. ™ De Virg. Vel. 6. De Carne Christ, 18. 

* Hist. Eccl. II. 27. 

*° Her. II.1. Tov dé Swripa cai Kiptov ex rapBévov yeyer- 
vijcbat dnoir. 


SECTION II. 


MENANDER, SATURNINUS, AND BASILIDES. 


The succession of heresy, unlike that of the Church, 
‘had not for its object the keeping up of one uniform 
system of doctrine, but the exhibition of something 
sufficiently attractive or striking to prevent the 
minds of men from dwelling upon the truth. It 
required Jeaders, and therefore persons remarkable 
for ability of some kind or another. A successor 
was therefore provided to Simon in the person of 
MENANDER, a Saniaritan like himself ', and, as Justin 
informs us, his pupil’; but whose great qualification 
was, that he equalled or excelled his master in the 
knowledge of magic’. Heresy, likewise, not requiring 
to be uniform, permitted its successive teachers to 
improve upon the system of their predecessors; and by 
this means both satisfied the natural love of mankind 
for novelty, and kept up the appetite. So Menander 
differed a little from Simon, at least in expression, 
in saying that the Supreme Essence was unknown to 
all men. He likewise introduced another name from 
the Gospel, representing himself, not as the Supreme 


. J. xxiii. 5. * Apol. 1. 26. 
> Euseb. Hist. Eccl. II. xxvi. 1. 
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Being, either personally or by direct emanation and 
operation, (2s Simon did,) but as the Saviour, sent by 
the unseen Powers for the salvation of man. He 
likewise taught his followers, that by the magical 
practices in which he instructed them, they might 
even vanquish the Angelic Creators of this lower 
world, which was somewhat more than Simon pro- 
mised. 


It appears likewise that he initiated his followers 
by Japtism, which he represented as the true and 
only resurrection, and taught them to believe that 
after receiving it they could neither grow old nor 
die‘. How he got over the fact that they did both, 
we are not informed: but this making baptism the 
same thing as the resurrection, explains St. Paul’s 
words*, where he represents some as teaching that 
“the resurrection is already past.” Hymenzus and 
Philetus, who spread this error in all probability in 
Asia Minor, might easily have been disciples of 
Menander, who made Antioch his head quarters °. 


Menander was succeeded by two of his pupils’, 
SATURNINUS and BasiLipEs, who, though taking up 
the same general system, were very different men, 


* I. xxiii, 5. * 1 Tim. ii. 17, 18. 

* Justin. Apol. I, 26. 

7 Euseb. Hist. Eccl. lV. vii. 2. Tertullian, de Anima, 23, 
mentions Saturninus as the pupil of Menander. 
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and therefore modified it in different ways, and were 
employed by their invisible master in different parts 
of his vineyard. 


SaTURNINUS remained at Antioch, teaching the 
same general doctrine as his preceptor Menander. 
He defined the number of the angels by whom the 
world was made to be seven’, one of whom was the 
God of the Jews; and he introduced one of the 
remaining angels, who had not been concerned in 
the creation, under the name of Satan, as the oppo- 
nent of the Creators, and more especially of the God 
of the Jews®. He represented the creation of man 
as having taken place at the suggestion of the 
Supreme Power, who exhibited to the angels a 
bright image of himself; which, as he immediately 
drew it up again to himself, they endeavoured to 
copy, and thus made man after its image and likeness : 
but not having the power to make him erect, he 
would have grovelled on the earth like a worm, had 
not the Supreme Power, taking compassion on this 
poor copy of himself, sent forth into it a spark of 
life, which gave it limbs and an erect posture’. By 
an unaccountable inconsistency, however, (for having 
a system to make or improve at pleasure, he might 
as well have made its parts consistent with each 
other,) he likewise taught that there were at first 


* J. xxiv. 1. * Ibid. 2. " Ibid. 1. 
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created two sorts of men, one of which was not 
enkindled with the celestial spark: that those alone 
would be saved who possessed it’; and that when 
they died, this heavenly portion of them would 
ascend to the Powers above, and the other portions 
of their nature would be dissolved *. 


The cause of the coming of the Saviour, or Christ, 
as they also called him, (who was unborn, incor- 
poreal, and man only in appearance,) he declared to 
be the conspiracy of all the Angelic Princes, headed 
by the Jewish God, against the Supreme Father ; 
which obliged him to come down to destroy the God © 
of the Jews, together with demons and wicked men, 
and to save those who believed in him, that is, those 
who had received the spark of life. Who these 
demons were, or whether the whole of the angels 
were to be destroyed, we are not told *. 


The prophecies of the Old Testament he attri- 
buted partly to the Creators and partly to Satan °. 


It is evident that this is merely a modification of 
the scheme of Simon Magus, with the addition of 
Satan, and the Jewish God, and the spark of life: but 
there is another feature of his system which is 
remarkable, as differing widely from that of his 


21. xxiv.2, °*Jbid. 1. ‘ Ibid.2.  ° Ibid. 
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predecessors. Instead of opening the door to un- 
bridled lust, he affected an extraordinary repugnance 
to every thing carnal, declaring marriage and its na- 
tural consequences to be works of Satan ; and some 
of his followers entirely abstain from animal food °. 


BASILIDEs’, the other successor of Menander, set- 
tled at Alexandria in Egypt. He was, as I have 
said, a man of very different character from Saturni- 
nus, and followed his master in his addiction to 
magical practices, and in his licentious doctrines ; 
teaching likewise that meats offered to idols were to 
be eaten indifferently with others °. 


But that he might have something of his own, he 
greatly modified and added to the speculative system 
of his predecessors. He taught that from the Un- 
born Father was born his Mind, and from him the 
Word, from him Understanding (®povnorc), from him 
Wisdom and Power, and from them Excellences, 
and Princes, and Angels, who made a heaven. He 
then introduced a successive series of angelic beings, 
each set derived from the preceding one, to the num- 
ber of 365, and each the author of their own pecu- 


° I. xxiv. 2. 

7 Clem. Alex. (Strom. VII. 17. § 106,107.) speaks of Basilides 
as being a good deal younger than Marcion, and about the same 
age as Valentinus. 

* I. xxiv. 5. 
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liar heaven®. To all these angels and heavens he 
gave names’, and assigned the local situations of the 
heavens. The first of them is called Abraxas, a 
mystical name containing in it the number 365'; 
the last and lowest is the one which we see; the 
Creators of which made this world, and divided its 
parts and nations amongst them. In this division 
the Jewish nation came to the share of the Prince 
of the Angels; and as he wished to bring all other 
nations into subjection to his favourite nation, the 
other angelic Princes and their nations resisted him 
and his nation*. The Supreme Father, seeing this 
state of things, sent his first-begotten Mind, who is 
also called Christ, to deliver those who should be- 
lieve in him from the power of the Creators. He 
accordingly appeared to mankind as a man, and 
wrought mighty deeds. He did not, however, really 
suffer, but changed forms with Simon of Cyrene, 
and stood by laughing whilst Simon suffered ; and 
afterwards, being himself incorporeal, ascended into 
heaven. Building upon this transformation, Basili- 
des taught his disciples that they might at all times 
deny him that was crucified, and that they alone 
who did so understood the providential dealings of 
the Most High, and by that knowledge were freed 


* I. xxiv. 3. ® Ibid. 5. ' Tbid. 7. 
* The Prophecies, like Simon, he attributed to the Angels in 
general, but the Law to their Chief. § 5. 
T 
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from the power of the angels, whilst those who con- 
fessed him remained under their power*. Like Sa- 
turninus, however, but in other words, he asserted 
that the soul alone was capable of salvation, but the 


body necessarily perishable *. 


He taught, moreover, that they who knew his 
whole system, and could recount the names of the 
angels, &c., were invisible to them all, and could 
pass through and see them, without being seen in 
return: that they ought likewise to keep themselves 
individually and personally unknown to common 
men, and even to deny that they are what they are ; 
that they should assert themselves to be neither 
Jews nor Christians, and by no means reveal their 
mysteries*. This, of course, and their unscrupulous- 
ness as to actions of any kind whatever, would en- 
tirely exempt them from persecution. 


It appears likewise, from a fragment preserved in 
Origen’s Commentary on the Romans ®, that he taught 
the transmigration of souls. He affirmed that the 
martyrs suffered for offences committed at some 
other time: for he thought it contrary to the divine 
justice that any innocent person should suffer ’. 


> I. xxiv. 4. * Ibid. 5. * Ibid. 6. 
® Lib. V. cap. 5. See the Appendix to the Benedictine edition 


of Irenzeus. 
” Clem. Alex. Strom. IV. 12. § 83. 
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In this scheme we find a feature, which was after- 
wards taken up and amplified, viz., the connection of 
mystical numbers with Gnosticism. 


It is likewise curious to observe how much of the 
Gospel history and phraseology was interwoven with 
it, without one single atom of its purity and rege- 
nerating influence. 


SECTION III. 
CARPOCRATES AND CERINTHUS. 


CARPOCRATES is placed by Irenseus next to Basi- 
lides *: but as there is a general agreement amongst 
the early writers that Carpocrates was prior to Cerin- 
thus®, and that the latter flourished in the last years 
of St. John, it appears most probable that Carpocrates 
was, if any thing, earlier than Basilides, and more 
properly coeval with Menander. In favour of this 
idea there is this internal argument, that his system 
does not appear to be in any degree an amplification 


* 1. xxv. 1. 
°” The writer of the Appendix to Tertull. de Presertp. Har. 48. 
Epiphan. Her. xxviii. 2. See also Lampe, Proleg. in Joan. II. 
3. 2. p. 184, quoted in Burton’s Bampton Lectures, note 75. 
T 2 
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or alteration of that of Basilides, but rather to have 
been an independent modification of the original 
scheme of Simon. 


He agreed with him, and Menander, and Basilides, 
in professing magic', and in preaching licentious 
doctrines. He agreed with Simon likewise in teach- 
ing the doctrine of the transmigration of souls, and 
adapted it to the support of profligacy, by asserting 
that every soul is destined to become acquainted 
with every kind of action, and that it passes from 
body to body until it has accomplished every thing 
to which it is predestined *. 


Like all other Gnostics, he asserted that the world 
and human bodies were made by Angels*; he agreed 
with some in teaching that all souls were originally 
in the same sphere (spipopa) as the Supreme Being *, 
but that when once placed in bodies, they continued 
under the power of the Angels, until they had ful- 
filled their destined task ; that when a person died, 
his soul was brought before the Prince of the Angels, 
by the Devil, and if it had not accomplished every 
thing, was handed over to another Angel, to be 
inclosed again in a body; but that when it has ful- 


' T, xxv. 3. 7 Ibid. 4. 

* At least this is implied in § 4. 

* He said (§ 2) that they were in the same sphere as Jesus, 
who (§ 1) was from the same as the Father. 
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filled its destiny they have no longer any power over 
it, but it returns to the Father, from whom it 
originally came °. 


Unlike Simon, however, or any whom I have yet 
mentioned, (except, perhaps, Ebion) he taught that 
Jesus was a mere man, the son of Joseph; that 
being brought up in the Jews’ religion, remenibering 
what he had been when in the same sphere with the 
Father, and being of an unusually firm and resolute 
mind, he looked down upon the Angels, and set at 
nought bodily suffering *. But his followers thought 
that there was no reason why any individual man 
might not surpass Jesus, and that, in point of fact, 
many of their sect were superior to the Apostles. 
Others went so far as to affirm, that the Apostles 
were not at all inferior to Jesus, and that if any man 
whatever could attain to a greater degree of con- 
tempt for the Creators than Jesus arrived at, he 
would become superior to him ’. 


They affirmed that we are to be saved by faith 
and love; all actions being good or bad only accord- 
ing to human opinion; and that Jesus taught their 
system as an esoteric doctrine to the Apostles, who 
delivered it to those who were worthy °. 


* I. xxv. 4. ® Ibid. 1. 
’ Ibid. 2. * Ibid. 5. 
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Some branded their followers upon the right 
ear’. 


I mentioned before that the first worship of 
images arose amongst heretics: and it is remarkable 
that heretics again, viz. the Carpocratians, were the 
first to pay honour to the image of Christ, whom 
they worshipped equally with Pythagoras, and Plato, 
and Aristotle, with the same kind of honour as that 
which was customary amongst the heathen ’. 


One of the female followers of Carpocrates, by 
name Marcellina, is said to have visited Rome in 
the time of Anicetus, and to have seduced many’. 


Respecting CeriIntHus, whom we know from Ire- 
neus to have been a contemporary of St. John *, the 
information he furnishes is very slight. He did not 
attribute the Creation to the Angels in a body, but 
to some one Power far removed from the Supreme 
Power. He made Jesus a mere man, but more ex- 
cellent than other men: he affirmed that the Christ 
had descended upon him at baptism, and made 
known to him the unknown Father, and empowered 
him to work miracles, but that he departed from him 
before the crucifixion, and left him to suffer alone *. 


® I. xxv. 6. » [bid. 2 Ibid. 
* IIL. iii. 4. See p. 60. ‘ I, xxvi. 1. 
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SECTION IV. 
CERDON, MARCION, TATIAN, AND THE CAINITES. 


CERDON would seem to be another independent 
offset from the stock of Simon. He likewise taught 
a Supreme God, the Father of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and another inferior deity, who inspired the 
prophets®. He joined the church at Rome under 
Hyginus, its bishop, i. e. about 4.p. 141, and appears 
to have wished by all means to remain in its com- 
munion; and accordingly he recanted his error. He 
could not, however, refrain from spreading it co- 
vertly, and being detected, he again recanted ; still 
he kept his heresy, and being at length judged in- 
corrigible, he was withheld from the communion of 
the Church °. 


Marcion succeeded Cerdon’, and took up and 
amplified his doctrine. He likewise made the Cre- 


* J. xxvii. 1. The Author of the Appendix to Tertullian’s 
Treatise de Pres. (§ 51.) makes these two Primary Beings; but 
Irenzeus declares that the former was unknown, the latter known ; 
the former good, the latter merely just. 

° II. iv. 8. | 

7 Clement of Alexandria mentions Marcion as being in time 
the successor of Simon Magus, (Strom. VII. 17. § 107,) and 
predecessor of Basilides and Valentinus; contemporary, but older. 

] 
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ator inferior to the Supreme God, and the author of 
evil, fond of war, inconsistent, and self-contradic- 
tory; and taught that Jesus was sent by the 
Supreme God to do away all the operations of 
the Creator, and especially the Law and the Pro- 
phets*. He agreed with other Gnostics in declaring 
that the soul alone was capable of salvation, and of 
souls only those which received his doctrine; but 
the peculiarity of his system was, that Cain, and the 
Sodomites, and Egyptians, &c. were saved by be- 
lieving in Jesus, when he descended into hell; but 
that Abel, Enoch, Noah, Abraham, and all the good 
men and prophets of the Old Covenant, having often 
been deceived by their God, were afraid to trust in 
Jesus, and consequently remain still in the state of 
death °. 


Another peculiarity was that, whilst professing to 
receive portions of the New Testament, such as the 
Gospel of St. Luke and the Epistles of St. Paul, he 
rejected every portion of them which he imagined to 
‘militate against his hypothesis '. 


Marcion, who, having been originally a Christian, 


* I. xxvii. 2, 

? Ibid. 3. His opinions concerning Cain became the nucleus 
of another sect, the Cainites. 

' Ibid. 2. The writer in the name of Tertullian, as quoted above, 
note *, asserts that he received only some of St. Paul’s Epistles. 
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and the son of a Bishop, had been excommunicated 
for seduction’, appears to have harmonized with 
Saturninus in professing extraordinary strictness of 
habits’. Hence some of the followers of both formed 
themselves into a separate sect, called by a name 
(‘Eyxpareic) of which perhaps Puritans is the best 
English Translation. Tatian, who had been a sin- 
cere Christian, was formerly a disciple of Justin, and 
had written a treatise to set forth the folly of the 
heathen religion ‘, became a leading man amongst 
them: for they adopted an opinion of his that Adam 
was not saved. Their most distinguishing charac- 
teristics however were, their abstinence from mar- 
riage, and from animal food °. 


Marcion taught that Cain and the Sodomites, &c. 
were saved by believing in Jesus®. Others went 
further, and declared that they were agents of the 
Supreme Power, to oppose the God of this world. 


* Tertull. 1. c. > I. xxviii. 1. 

* From this treatise, which is still extant, we learn that he 
was an Assyrian by birth, had been a heathen, and had been 
initiated into most of the heathen mysteries, but had been con- 
verted (a rare instance) by the reading of the Scriptures (§§ 64 & 
46). In this treatise he opposes the idea that matter had no 
beginning, and declares that it was created by the (personal) 
Word of God (§ 8). Perhaps he may be thought to lean to 
Gnosticism where he says that the soul is naturally mortal, and 
that the unenlightened soul perishes with the body. § 21, 22. 

* I. xxviii. 1. * See above, note ’. 
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They likewise took Judas under their patronage, and 
declare that he betrayed Jesus, not from treachery 
or a love of gain, but because, being better instructed 
than the rest, he was aware that the death of Jesus 
would be the means of dissolving and breaking up 
the whole work of the Creator, whom they regarded 
as in rebellion against the Great Original ’. 


SECTION V. 
THE BARBELIOTS, OPHITES, AND SETHITES. 


Those of whom I have hitherto spoken have been 
acknowledged disciples, more or less directly, of 
Simon Magus. But there were others, who owned 
no connexion with him, and yet taught a system 
more or less like his. The BARBELIOTS, for instance, 
imagined one Supreme Being, and with him another 
Being of the female sex, but remaining always a 
virgin, and never growing old, whom they call Bar- 
belo, Enncea (Thought), &c. 


They say that he willed to manifest himself to her, 
and that she, coming into his presence, called for 


Foreknowledge, and she came forth. At their 


’ T. xxxi. 1. 
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request again Incorruption was produced, and then 
Life Eternal. After this Barbelo herself produced 
a light like to herself, which the Father saw and 
anointed with his goodness, and thus made it the 
Christ. At his request Understanding was sent him 
as a helpmate, and afterwards the Father added the 
Word: upon which there were made Pairs, by the 
union of Thought and the Word, Incorruption and 
the Christ, Life Eternal and the Will of the Father, 
Understanding and Foreknowledge; all of whom 
magnified the Great Light and Barbelo °. 


From Thought and the Word was then sent forth 
the Self-existent and the Truth; from the Christ 
and Incorruption, four Lights to attend upon the 
Self-existent ; and from Will and Life Eternal, four 
Beings to wait upon these Lights, namely, Grace, 
Will, Comprehension (Ztveorc), and Prudence. 
These were joined respectively to the four Lights, 
and made other four Pairs ’. 


These two quaternions being settled, the Self- 
existent creates a man, in a state of perfection, 
named the Unconquered, and in union with him 
Knowledge, likewise perfect. From these were 
manifested the Mother, the Father, and the Son, 
and they jointly produced the tree of knowledge, 


* I. xxix. 1, ° Ibid. 2. 


284 THE GNOSTICS. 


and their enjoyment consists in celebrating the 
praises of the Great Being '. 


Lastly, Charis, the attendant upon Harmogenes’, 
produces the Holy Spirit, called likewise Wisdom 
and Prunicus. She, seeing herself unmated, stretched 
herself forth in every direction, and even towards 
the nether parts, seeking her mate; and in the effort 
brought forth a production in which appeared pre- 
sumption and ignorance; which production became 
the Prime Governor, and Maker of this world, and 
Creator of Powers and Angels, and being paired 
with Presumption, he begot malice, and emulation, 
and jealousy, and fury, and desire: upon which his 
mother, being grieved, departed and left him alone; 
whence he imagines that there is none but he, and 
utters that sentiment by the mouths of the pro- 
phets *. 


There was another more intricate and complete 
hypothesis, which owned no master, but took its 
denomination variously from two different marked 


1 T. xxix. 3. 

? IT read Harmogenes for Monogenes, because the latter name 
has not occurred as the name of any of these supposed Beings, 
and because Harmogenes is the first of them who is said to have 
an attendant, which is the idea implied in Angelos, the word used 
by Irenzeus. Massuet suggests Autogenes, but gives no reason. 

> I. xxix. 4. 
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portions of it, which will be noticed in their 
place *. 


It supposed, like most of its predecessors, an Ori- 
ginal, called the First Light, the Father of all, and 
the First Man; and his Thought, issuing from him, 
and thence called the Son of Man. Next to them 
eame the Holy Spirit, the first woman, which 
hovered over the elements, water, darkness, the 
abyss and chaos. From the Father and Son, im- 
pregnating the Spirit, came the Christ, the third 


man °. 


By this impregnation, however, she was 
filled so superabundantly, that she produced not only 
the Christ on the right hand, but also another Being, 
imbued likewise with light, called Wisdom and Pru- 
nicus, a hermaphrodite. Upon this the Christ was 
united with the first Three, and with them formed 
the true holy Church*; whilst Wisdom descended 
upon the waters, and moved them to their lowest 
depths, and took from them a material body, which 
had nearly overpowered her; but making a great 
effort, by the aid of the supernal light within her, 
she rose aloft, and from her body, by a voluntary 
expansion, created the heavens’. 


She, moreover, had a son, who knew not his 
mother, but sent forth from the waters a son of his 


* See pp. 286,288. *I.xxx.1. ° Ibid. 2. 7 Ibid. 3. 
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own, and he another, and so on to the seventh, who, 
with their mother formed an ogdoad®*; the first of 
whom was named Jaldabaoth, the second Jao, the 
third Great Sabaoth, the fourth Adonai, the fifth 
Eloeus (or Elohei), the sixth Horeus, the seventh 
Astapheus. All these for some space of time sat har- 
moniously in heaven, in due subordination one to the 
other: but Jaldabaoth, confident in having been the 
author of the others, took upon him to create angels 
and archangels, and excellencies, and powers and 
dominions; envious at which, his posterity rebelled 
against him: upon which he fixed his desires upon 
the unformed matter, and from it produced a son 
in the form of a serpent, called Understanding, 
(from whom these people derived their name of 
OpuiTeEs *,) and subsequently Spirit, Soul, and all 
earthly things, from which sprang forgetfulness, 
malice, emulation, jealousy, and death '. 


Jaldabaoth, blindly exulting in his success, ex- 
claimed, J am Father and God, and besides me there 
is no other; but his mother astonished him and his 
posterity, by exclaiming, Lie not, Jaldabaoth, for there 
is above thee the First Man, the Father of all, and 
Man the Son of Man. To call off their attention 


® IT. xxx. 4. 

° Some of them said that Wisdom herself took the form of a 
serpent. § 15. 

> Tae xxx. 5: 
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from this intelligence, he invited them to make man 
in their own image. This idea their mother secretly 
encouraged, that they might empty themselves of 
their celestial virtue. Their production, however, 
although immense in size and length, lay sprawling 
on the ground, until they brought it to their father, 
who, to the great satisfaction of Wisdom, breathed 
‘into it the breath of life, and thereby emptied him- 
self of his virtue ?._ This newly-created being, there- 
fore, was possessed of understanding and desire, and 
deserting his Creators, gave thanks to the First 
Man’. 


Jaldabaoth upon this being jealous of him, endea- 
voured to re-extract the celestial virtue from him, 
by creating woman from his desire; but Prunicus, 
having invisibly taken charge of her, extracted the 
virtue from her, and the posterity of Jaldabaoth, 
admiring her beauty, called her Eve, and begot from 
her angels. The machinations of Prunicus did not 
end here, for she employed Understanding, the son 
of Jaldabaoth, who was in the form of a serpent, to 
seduce the man and woman into disobedience to the 
commands of Jaldabaoth, by eating the forbidden 
fruit *, by which means they became acquainted with 


* In some degree; for he was totally emptied of it by a 
different process. See below, p. 291. 

> I. xxx. 6. 

* Those who called Wisdom the serpent, say that she inspired 
them with knowledge. 
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the Supreme Virtue, and forsook their Creators °. 
Upon this they were ejected from paradise, and being 
deprived by Prunicus of the divine light they had, 
that nothing divine might be subjected to curse, they 
were cast out into this world, together with the ser- 
pent, who from the earthly angels begat seven sons, 
in imitation of Jaldabaoth and his six descendants. 
These with their parent are always opposing the 
welfare of the human race °. 


Before Adam and Eve fell they had bright and 
spiritual bodies; but afterwards their bodies became 
opaque and heavy, and their souls relaxed and weak ; 
until Prunicus having pity on them, restored to them 
the savour of the heavenly light, by which means 
they became aware of their degraded condition. 
Knowing, however, that the debasement was only 
temporary, they complied with their condition, ate 
and drank, and begat Cain and Abel, of whom Cain, 
being seized on by the serpent, fell into folly and 
presumption, envy and murder. After this, by the 
interposition of Prunicus, they begat Seth and No- 
rea, from whom mankind sprung’, and were seduced 
by the serpent and his children into every evil; 
although Prunicus constantly opposed them, and 


tN OKEX T: * Ibid. 8. 

-' From leaving out Cain as joint progenitor of mankind, and 
deriving all the human race from Seth, they seem to have been 
called SeTuiteEs. 
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saved the celestial light®. So likewise when Jalda- 
baoth, enraged at not being worshipped by mankind, 
sent the flood upon them, Wisdom saved Noah and 
his family, for the sake of the tincture of light which 
was in them. Abraham, however, and the Jews 
were the chosen people of Jaldabaoth, who with his 
six descendants chose agents from among them, each 
for himself, to glorify him as God®. Moses, there- 
fore, Joshua, Amos, and Habakkuk, were the pro- 
phets of Jaldabaoth; Samuel, Nathan, Jonah, and 
Micah of Jao; Elijah, Joel, and Zachariah of Sa- 
baoth; Isaiah, Ezekiel, Jeremiah, and Daniel of 
Adonai; Tobias and Haggai of Elohei; Micah and 
Nahum of Horeus; Ezra and Zephaniah of Asta- 
pheeus '°. 


But here again Wisdom, or Prunicus, interfered, 
and turned these prophets into her own instruments, 
causing them to speak of the Supreme Being, and 
of the Christ above, who was to descend upon earth. 
These announcements from the mouth of their own 
prophets so alarmed the Princes, the posterity of 
Jaldabaoth, that they left her at liberty to cause 
him, not knowing what he did, to send forth two 
men, one, John the Baptist, the other, Jesus’. For 
having found no rest below, she had returned in 
penitence to her mother, the Holy Spirit, the first 


*T. xxx. 9. * Ibid. 10. Ibid. 11. " Ibid. 
U 
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woman, and called upon her for help. Whereupon 
the Holy Spirit petitioned the Supreme Father that 
the Christ might descend to her aid: of which, when 
she was aware, she inspired the prophets to speak; 
and likewise prepared John to announce his coming, 
and Jesus by means of her son Jaldabaoth, the God 
of this world, to be his receptacle upon earth’. 


The Christ therefore descended through the seven 
heavens*, taking upon him the likeness of their 
children, and drew out from them their virtue, so 
that all the supernal light with which they were 
imbued returned to him; and having arrived in this 
world united himself to Wisdom, his sister, and in 
union with her descended upon Jesus, who thence- 
forward begun to work miracles. Upon this Jalda- 
baoth and his posterity united to kill him; where- 
upon the Christ and Wisdom left him, and returned 
to the upper sphere; not however deserting him 
altogether; for the Christ sent down upon him a 
power by which he rose again, clothed with a spi- 
ritual body *. But after this, although he remained 
on earth eighteen months, he wrought no miracle, 
(as neither did he before his baptism,) being forsaken 
by the Christ and Wisdom. Yet he was in a cer- 


2 These were, no doubt, Jaldabaoth and his six descendants, 
who (§ 5) are called heavens, and are likewise spoken of as per 
ordinem sedentes in ccelo, secundum generationem tpsorum. 

> I. xxx. 12. 4 Ibid. 12, 13. 
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tain degree inspired, and taught these things to a 
few of his disciples °. 


At the end of eighteen months he was taken up 
into heaven, where the Christ placed him® on the 
right hand of his father Jaldabaoth, though without 
his knowledge, where his business is to receive the 
souls of those who know these doctrines, viz. those 
who are imbued with the heavenly light. By this 
means Jaldabaoth will by degrees lose the whole of 
that which he originally possessed, and be left en- 
tirely earthly and material; whilst the whole of the 
light will be withdrawn from the world and its 
creators; and then will be the consummation of all 
things ’. 


SECTION VI. 
VALENTINUS. 


But none of the Gnostic leaders, excepting per- 
haps Marcion, obtained so high a pre-eminence as 
VALENTINUS, who drew out a kind of eclectic system, 
and thus became the founder of a new school: at 


* I. xxx. 14. 

*T imagine this to be the meaning of Christo sedente 3 sedeo 
being taken in a transitive sense. ‘Idpvogac was probably the 
original word. 

"T. xxx. 14. 


U 2 
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least Irenzeus represents the matter so completely in 
this light, that he classes all the others together by 
the general name of Gnostics *, in contradistinction 
to Valentinus and his school. 


Report ® makes him an Agyptian by birth, and 
Tertullian expressly informs us” that he was origin- 
ally a Christian ; and indeed a person of such emi- 
nence in the Church that he aspired to the office of 
Bishop. But his mind was tinged with the Pla- 
tonism' which was so prevalent in Alexandria, the 
place of his education: and it did not happen to 
him as to Justin and Clement, in whom the truth 
moulded their philosophical notions, and clad them 
in a Christian garb; for being disappointed in the 
object of his ambition, he showed how wisely the 
Church had acted in rejecting him, by giving him- 
self thenceforth, like Arius, to the propagation of 
error. As he could not be a bishop, he would be a 
father of heresy. 


He took for his foundation, as it would seem 2, the 


* I. xi. 1. bis. ° Epiphan. Her. xxxi, 2. 

° Adv. Valent. 4. 

' Tertull. de Prescr. 7.30. Epiphan, Meracdevo@at rv rev 
‘FAAhvey racceiary. 

* This appears from a fragment of his, preserved in a Dialogue 
against the Marciontes, erroneously ascribed to Origen, (see 
Dupin upon Origen,) in which it is quoted at length by one of the 


VALENTINUS. 293 


difficulty of explaining the origin of evil consist- 
ently with holding the perfection of God. He was 
thence led to make matter co-eval with the Creator, 
and to declare that all the defects of created things 
arise from that portion of matter which he left un- 
touched in the work of creation, as unfit for his use. 
This idea he doubtless borrowed from the Platonic 
philosophy: but how from this he passed into the 
absurdities of Gnosticism we are not informed. We 
only learn from Irenzus that he fashioned them into 
a new system. It is curious, however, that he is 
said by his followers to have derived his notions from 
a disciple of St. Paul’, and that he endeavoured to 
represent them as perfectly consistent with the 
Scriptures‘. He had attained such a degree of 
notoriety before the year 142, in which Justin 
Martyr offered his First Apology to Antoninus Pius, 
that Justin therein speaks of having written that book 
against all the heresies*, to which Tertullian is believed 
to refer when he mentions Justin amongst those who 
had written against Valentinus®. And this agrees 
with what Irenzus says’, that he came to Rome in 


speakers. See the fragment, in the Appendix to the Benedictine 
edition of Irenzeus, or in Grabe’s Spicilegium, IT. p. 55. 

* Called Theodas, by Clement of Alexandria, Strom. VII. 
17. § 106. 

* Tertull. de Prescr. 38. 

* Apol. I. 26. See Grabe’s Spicilegium, IT. 44, 45. 

* Ado. Valent, 5. "IIL. iv. 3. 
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the time of Hyginus, flourished under Pius, and 
continued to the time of Anicetus. For whether 
we take the Chronology of Eusebius‘, who places 
his coming to Rome in the year 141, or third of 
Antoninus, or that of Eutychius, favoured by Bishop 
Pearson *, who makes Hyginus contemporary with 
Adrian, this would equally agree with Justin having 
already written against him in 142: for he made 
himself known in his own country as an opposer of 
the truth before he came to Rome'. Whatever may 
be thought of the precise year at which he came to 
that city, he remained there fifteen or twenty years, 
for he continued to the episcopate of Anicetus, and 
retained some character for piety and correctness of 
faith up to that period’. Thenceforward, however, 
he cast off all such pretensions, and retiring to Cy- 
prus, taught without disguise all the impieties his 
system naturally led to’. 


It has so happened that Irenseus did not write 
directly against him, but against his followers: and 
as every disciple held himself capable of improving 
upon the system of his instructor, that which the 
Bishop of Lyons gives in full detail differs in some 
particulars from that taught by Valentinus himeelf. 


* In his Canon Chronicus. 

° Dissert. 2. de annis primorum Rome Episcoporum, cap. 12. 
' Tertull. adv. Valent. 4. * Epiphan. Her. xxxi. 7. 
* Tbid. 
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It was in fact more nearly that of Ptolemy, his most 
noted follower‘: but still Ptolemy had some pecu- 
liarities of his own’. Yet Irenzus has preserved 
to us the leading features of the scheme as taught 
by Valentinus, and by their help, and that of a frag- 
ment preserved by Epiphanius ‘, which corresponds 
with what Irenxus has told us, (although Bishop 
Pearson rightly contends that it is not the work of 
the heretical leader himself). I will endeavour to 
place it before my readers. 


Valentinus then taught, according to Irenzus, that 
all things sprung from one primeval pair, the Inef- 
fable and Silence’: the latter being according to 
the fragment the Thought of the former or his 
Grace, but called Silence more correctly, because 
she accomplished every thing by simple desire with- 
out utterance. From these, according to Valentinus, 
sprung another pair, the Father * and the Truth: the 
former of whom the fragment makes to emanate 
from the Unbegotten Original and Silence, by her 


* I. Pref. 2. 3 ‘I. xii. 1. 

° Her. xxxi. 5. It is printed in the Appendix to the best 
editions of Irenzus. 

’ ]. xi. 1. The Valentinians against whom Irenzeus wrote 
made the first pair the First Cause, First Father, or Depth, and 
Thought, Grace or Silence. SeeI.i. 1.—Ptolemy placed the Depth 
first, but gave him two consorts, Thought and Will. See I. xii. 1. 

* Called by his followers Mind, Only-begotten, Father or Be- 
ginning of all things. 


9965 THE GNOSTICS. 


desire; the latter from herself and the Father, by 
some mysterious union of the lights from each; so 
that their offspring was a true image of herself and 
thence derived her name. Truth, therefore, by a 
like mysterious union with her Father, produces a 
tetrad of two pairs, the Word and the Life, Man 
and the Church. Subsequently the Holy Spirit was 
sent forth either by the Truth or by the Church, (for 
upon that point the Old Translator of Ireneeus and 
Epiphanius differ.) to examine the ‘ons, and to 
make them fruitful in the produce of truth °. 


So far Ireneus and the fragment correspond, 
excepting that the latter places Man and the Church 
first': but from this point there appears nothing 
more in common, and as henceforth there is a gene- 
ral coincidence between Valentinus and his follow- 
ers, I shall give the scheme as it appears in the first 
book of Irensxeus, mentioning the variations where 
they occur. 


It may be however proper to notice this radical 
difference between the heresiarch and his disciples, 
that he considered all these Atons, as they were 
called, or Eternal Essences, as merely feelings, af- 
fections, and motions of the one unseen, infinite 


* I. xi. 1. 


' As Irenzeus tells us some of the Valentinians did. 
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First Cause, whereas they regarded them as so many 
personal beings *. 


The last mentioned tetrad then, knowing them- 
selves to have been sent forth to the glory of the 
unbegotten Father, desired to glorify him by their 
own act. Wherefore the Word and the Truth sent 
forth ten A®ons, called the Profound and Mixture, 
the Ever-youthful and Union, the Self-existent and 
Pleasure, the Immoveable and Commixture, the 
Only-begotten and the Blessed: whilst Man and the 
Church sent forth twelve, called the Paraclete and 
Faith, the Paternal and Hope, the Maternal and 
Charity, Ainus (the Eternal Mind, or as it is in 
the Latin A‘nos, or Praise) and Comprehension, the 
Ecclesiastical and Blessedness, the Desired and 
Wisdom *. 


These thirty Avons, consisting of twelve, and ten, 
and eight, composed what they called the Fulness‘: 
and Valentinus differed from his followers in placing 
a barrier between the First Cause and the others‘; 


> At least this is the account of Tertullian, adv. Valent. 4. 

* I. i.2. The names are BuOtoc, Miktc, "Aynparoc, “Evwore, 
Airogunc, ‘Héov), *Axivynrog, Liyxpactc, Movoyer)c, Maxapia: 
TapaxAnrog, Tiortc, Harpixdc, "EAric, Myrpixdg, Ayarn, ’Asivoug, 
Lvveaic, "ExxcAnovacrixde, Maxapiérne, OeAnréc, Logia, 

* WAfpwpa, I. i. 3. 

* I. xi. 1. 
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which probably is to be explained by his saying that 
they were not, like him, real beings, but merely 
qualities or emanations. Irenzeus was probably the 
first person who published their names: for the 
Valentinians prided themselves on their being a 
secret, hidden from all but the initiated. The names, 
however, were differently stated by later Valen- 
tinians °, and were in all probability altered on set 
purpose whenever they became known. 


Of these thirty, the Only-begotten or Father alone 
knew the nature of the Great Father of all: the rest 
desired to know their origin, but knew him not: and 
although the Only-begotten was desirous of reveal- 
ing him to them, Silence restrained him’. A new 
state of things, however, arose from the restlessness 
of the last of the AZons, namely Wisdom; who, 
under the pretext of affection for the unknown First 
Parent, but in reality through venturesome curiosity, 
reached forth into the fathomless height and depth, 
in a state of extreme excitement and anxiety, and 
would have been reabsorbed into the original sub- 
stance, but for the interposition of a power called the 
Barrier, which prevented her farther progress, and 
brought her back to herself; but at the same time 
kept up a perpetual separation between her and the 
Father, to which she originally belonged °. 


* See the fragment above quoted. ‘TI.ii. 1. * 1. ii. 2. 


1 
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Valentinus then taught that Wisdom, being thus 
separated from Theletos, became the mother of the 
Christ, producing him from the remembrance of the 
better things or superior beings she had left, but 
with a kind of shadow attached to him, derived from 
her fallen condition; and by that means emptied 
herself of her spiritual substance. Whereupon he, 
having become possessed of it, cut off from him the 
shadow, and returned aloft into the Fulness, leaving 
his mother under the shadow he rejected. In this 
still more degraded condition, Valentinus makes her 
to have produced a son, who became the Creator, 
and whom he regards as complete ruler of all things 
subordinate to him ’. 


His followers, however, improved, as they thought, 
upon this part of his scheme. They personified the 
longing of Wisdom, making it her offspring, com- 
prising in it all the feelings of admiration and won- 
der, of sorrow, and fear, and perplexity, under which 
she had laboured’. They represent the Barrier per- 
sonally, as sent down at the intercession of the 
Word or Only-begotten, and give him the appella- 
tions of the Stake or Cross, the Redeemer, the 
Limiter, the Reconciler*. They affirm that by his 
agency Wisdom was freed from the consequences 
of her vain search after her original, and restored to 


° I. xi. 1. ' I, ii. 8. 
* 1. 11.4. Zravpdc, Aurpwric, Kapmeoric, ‘Opobernc, Meraywyevc. 
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her spouse and to the Fulness, whilst her longing 
was separated from the Fulness °. 


At this crisis, to prevent another commotion 
amongst the Aons, by the will of the Supreme 
Father, the Mind or Only-begotten produced another 
pair, the Christ and the Holy Spirit ; the former of 
whom gave them fully to understand that it was 
impossible to comprehend the First Cause, but that 
what could be comprehended of him was revealed in 
the Only-begotten, whom he taught them to con- 
template *; whilst the latter put them all upon an 
equality with each other, and made them all, 
according to their sex, Minds, Words, Men, and 
Christs, or Truths, Lives, Churches, and Spirits. By 
this means they were reduced to a state of repose, 
and betook themselves to magnify the Great First 
Father. In token whereof they all united to produce 
one perfect being, Jesus, called also the Saviour, the 
Christ, the Word, and the All, together with angels 
his attendants °. 


But we must return to the personified Longing of 
Wisdom, whom we shall have to know henceforth 
under the name of Achamoth‘, which is merely a 


* |. ii, 4. * Ibid. 5. 

6 Ibid. 6. It appears that he was likewise called the Paraclete 
or Comforter (I. iv. 5), and Christ (I. iii. 1). 

* T. iv. 1. 
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corruption of the Hebrew word for wisdom, M031, 
Chokmoth, or the same word in some kindred dialect, 
omitting the aspirate m. She, it must be remem- 
bered, was separated from the Celestial Fulness by 
“Opoc, the personal Barrier, the Zravpo¢ or Stake. 
But the Christ took pity on her, and reaching forth 
over the Barrier, (dia rov Zravoov exexrabeic, a strange 
perversion and accommodation of evangelical ex- 
pressions to their system,) gave her a natural life, and 
left with her a savour of immortality, but did not 
communicate to her that knowledge, which in their 
system is the principle of spiritual life. What he 
did leave, however, worked its effect. It led her 
to seek after him who had deposited it in her, and 
being restrained by the Barrier, she sustained various 
feelings, sorrow, and fear, and consternation, all 
accompanied by ignorance of all above her, and a 
perpetual turning towards him who had given her 
life, and pleasure in thinking of the glimpse of light 
which had been permitted to her’. From the 
tumult within her sprung various productions ; being 
however in the whole, the Creator of the world and 
all created things, of which we shall see more here- 
after °. 


She had scarcely recovered from this state of 
perturbation, when the Christ sent down to her the 


’ I. iv. 1. * Ibid. 2. 
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Paraclete ; not the offspring of Man and the Church, 
but that perfect being produced by the ons con- 
jointly, called likewise the Saviour’, having power 
given him over all things below, and accompanied 
by his angels. He separated her from all the pro- 
ducts of her perturbation, and endued her with that 
knowledge which before she possessed not. He 
likewise separated her productions definitely into 
two species of substance, one radically bad, the other 
capable of being either good or evil; the one mate- 
rial, the other animate; to which she speedily added 
another, spiritual in its nature, conceived from joy- 
ful contemplation of the angel-attendants of the 
Saviour "°. 


From this period she begins to be herself an active 
fashioner of her productions. With the spiritual 
seed she could not meddle, because it was equal to 
herself: but from the animate' substance she first 
formed the actual Creator of all earthly things, called 
likewise God the Father, the Saviour, the King of 


° See p. 300, note °.  T. iv. 5. v. 1. 

" The term Irenzus uses (I. v.1.) is Puyudc. Its meaning is 
not easy to express by another word. Valentinus, like the Pla- 
tonists and several of the early Christian writers, believed in three 
kinds of substance, rvevparey, Pvc), swuarcn, analogous to the 
three parts of man, spirit, soul, and body ; the first of which he 
conceived to be naturally and necessarily immortal, the third 
necessarily perishable, the second capable of either immortality 
or destruction, but having a kind of life, as long as it existed, 
which the third had not. 
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all, the Mother’s Father, the Fatherless*. By him 
she, or rather the Saviour through her, fashioned all 
things here below, from the two substances, animate 
and material: first the seven heavens, who are also 
seven angels *, then the earth and man‘, and all the 
elements and creatures, and lastly the spirits of wick- 
edness, of whom the prince of this world was the 
chief*. Of these man was a compound of the animate 
and the material ® All these the Creator made, not 
knowing what he did; and so his mother Achamoth, 
without his knowledge, infused into the man which 
he had made, that spiritual seed of which I have 
before spoken’, which is the Church, (or rather the 
Calling, exxAnoia,) an image of the Ecclesia above °. 


It is not however to be supposed that all men 
have a share of this seed of election. It is only 
partially possessed. Those who have it not may be 
saved by faith and good works, those who have it are 
necessarily saved, and are incapable of being cor- 
rupted by any action or course of life. To the former 
class. belong Churchmen, (Christians) to the latter 


* Iv. 1. > Ibid. 2. 

* Valentinus himself appears to have made man the joint work 
of the Creator and the other Angels. See a fragment of one of 
his letters, preserved by Clem. Alex. Strom. II. 8. § 36. 

* I. v. 3, 4. ° Ibid. 5. 

’ This was recognised by Valentinus in the fragment above 
cited. 

° I. v. 6. 
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Gnostics *°. The natural consequences followed, such 
as I have detailed before, with more or less of dis- 
guise, according to the character or circumstances of 
the professors of such doctrines. Some did openly 
whatever they felt inclined to, others went more 
warily to work: but the result every where was the 
same, the free indulgence of the sensual passions, 
with all their lamentable consequences; and those 
so much the more fatal, as they were accompanied 
by a profession of superior knowledge and purity '. 


We have mentioned one Jesus already: but they 
likewise professed to believe in the Jesus of the 
Gospel. They taught that the Creator produced a 
son, unspiritual like himself, and that he was sent 
into the world by the Virgin Mary, as a mere vehi- 
cle, such as a water-pipe is to water; that he was’ 
clad in a body different from that of others; that 
when he was baptized, the Jesus before mentioned 
descended upon him in the form of a dove; and that 
he was likewise impregnated by Achamoth with the 
spiritual seed. Of these four portions of his nature 


* I. vi. 1, 2. ' Ibid. 3. 

? Tertull. de Resur. Carnis, 2, states this as the opinion of 
Valentinus, and de Carne Christi, 15. In the fragment, (Clem. 
Alex. Strom. III. 7. § 59,) Valentinus says that Jesus attained 
to divinity by his purity ; which was such that his food did not 
corrupt within him. 
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only the two former suffered; the Saviour having 
quitted him when he was delivered up to Pilate *. 


The winding up of this state of things is to take 
place when all the spiritual seed has become per- 
fect in knowledge. Then Achamoth and the spi- 
ritual portion of every Gnostic will be elevated into 
the Fulness: the Creator, the animal souls of the 
Gnostics, with the souls of those who have been 
saved by faith and good works, will be raised to the 
intermediate heaven; and then the hidden fire will 
burst forth from this lower world and consume those 
souls which have not attained to salvation together 
with all material things, and with them will be 
reduced to nothing *. 


The most remarkable feature in the scheme of 
Valentinus was his treatment of the Scriptures. He 
did not, like some of his predecessors, speak with 
contempt of them, as having proceeded from an im- 
perfect Being. He did not like others reject the 
whole New Testament, as a figment of the “natural 
men,” as they called the orthodox, and substitute 
apocryphal writings in their place: nor did he again, 
like others, reject such portions of the Scriptures as 
mnilitated strongly against their views. He professed 
to receive the whole of the Gospels and Apostolical 


= Lovie 2. * Ibid. 1. 
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writings, but he accommodated the Scripture to his 
views. Tertullian indeed * uses very different terms ; 
viz. that he did not accommodate the Scripture to 
his views, but his views to the Scripture. It was 
certainly his endeavour to appear so to do; and 
accordingly he adopted Scripture language to a very 
great extent, and no doubt professed, like all modern 
teachers of false doctrine, to find all his doctrine in 
the Scripture: so that I believe we have only one 
instance of his reading a passage differently from 
the Church*®. Indeed he reproached the orthodox 
for not having preserved the true meaning: or rather 
looked down upon them as being naturally incapable 
of receiving it; being not spiritual, but natural and 
carnal. 


It was, no doubt, in this way that he kept up that 
character for faith and piety, of which Epiphanius 
speaks, and to which Tertullian alludes’. Irenseus 
has given us numerous instances in which he and 
his followers quoted the Scriptures as supporting 
their own doctrine *: but they will be found to be 
either forced accommodations of numbers and names, 
or violent perversions of the letter of Scripture, or 


* De Prescr. 38. 

* Matt. xi. 27. See IV. vi. 1. But his followers preferred 
the Gospel of St. John (III. xi. 7), and some of them. forged what 
they called the Gospel of the Truth. Ibid. 9. 

’ De Prascr. 30. * |. i. 8. iti. viii. 
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mystical interpretations put upon it in such a way as 
that it may almost be made to mean anything. The 
success of such interpretations was of course aided 
by the equally unnatural accommodations of Scrip- 
ture customary with the orthodox, at least those of 
the Alexandrian school. There are, likewise, some 
fragments of his preserved by Clement of Alexan- 
dria °, which have the same tone as the system gene- 
rally; but one of these’, in which he compares the 
heart occupied by divers evil passions to an inn or 
caravanserai defiled by travellers, appears at first 
sight so unobjectionable, that, out of the connection 
in which it stands, one should hardly suspect any 
evil meaning. It is however intended to teach the 
Gnostic tenet, that the heart of the spiritual man is 
no more a partaker of the evil wrought in it by evil 
spirits, than a caravanserai in the nuisances commit- 
ted by every wanton traveller. This is evidently 
another, and a less offensive way of stating that to 
the spiritual mind no passion can communicate any 
permanent pollution, and that the elect are not to 
be called to account for what they fall into in this 
world: and its inoffensiveness at first sight is no bad 
illustration of the habit Irenseus charges them with 
of teaching their heresies by stealth ’. 


* Strom. II. 8. § 36. 20. § 114, III. 7 § 59. IV. 13. § 91. 
VI. 6. § 52. 
' Ibid. II. 20. § 114. 2 1, Preef. 2. 
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SECTION VII. 


SECUNDUS, EPIPHANES, PTOLEMY, COLORBA8US, AND MARCUS. 


Irenzeus mentions several successors of Valen- 
tinus, some more at length than others. 


Respecting SEcunpus, who was the contemporary 
and disciple of Valentinus*, he is very brief, merely 
informing us that he divided the first ogdoad into 
two tetrads, the right and the left, which he deno- 
minated light and darkness: and that he asserted 
that the Being which erred and was forsaken by the 
upper powers was not one of the thirty, but one of 
their productions‘. The latter idea would appear 
to have for its object to remove the origin of evil 
further from the First Cause: but the former seems 
to be a contradiction to it, as it brings darkness into 
the Pleroma. 


EPIPHANES, whose name the old translator has 
chosen to render by Clarus, (probably not under- 
standing it to be a proper name,) was the son of 
Carpocrates*, but attached himself to the followers 


? Epiphan. Her. xxxi. 1. * T. xi. 2. 
* Clem. Alex. Strom. III. ii. § 5. 
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of Secundus *. He died very young, being accord- 
ing to Clem. Alex. only seventeen at the time of 
his death, and was honoured as a god by the people 
of Cephalonia, the birth-place of his mother and his 
own place of residence. He is identified with the 
Carus of the old translator of Irenxus; 1. because 
he is commonly reckoned next to Secundus’; 2. 
because Clarus is a literal rendering of 'Emiavie ; 
3. because the doctrines ascribed to Epiphanes are 
the same as those which are attributed in Irenseus 
to Clarus*. He differed from his predecessors in 
not giving any name (properly speaking) to the First 
Cause, but in calling him Movorne, and his companion 
‘Evérnc, which may perhaps be rendered Soleness 
and Unity. These, he said, constituted only one 
being. This duopersonal Being produced, without 
separation from himself, a beginning of all things, 
comprehensible, but unbegotten and invisible, called 
the Monad, and with him another power denomi- 
nated the One. This was his first tetrad; but in 
the rest he does not appear to have differed from the 
other Valentinians °. 


PTOLEMY was a Valentinian, and is said to have 
been a disciple of Secundus and Epiphanes. It 
would appear from Ireneus that the system which 


* See Massuet, Diss. Prev. I. § 80. 
” Epiphan, xxxi. 1. xxxii. 3. Theodoret. fer. Fab. 1.5. 
* Ibid. ° I. xi. 8. 
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he states at length, and which I have detailed above, 
was his actual system’. Epiphanius indeed, quoting 
Irenseus’, makes him say that this heretic and his 
disciples ascribed two wives to Bythus, Thought and 
Will, from whom he made the rest of the Aons to 
proceed. But it is evident from the version of the 
Ancient Interpreter that the actual words of Ire- 
neeus were Oi wept [IroAguatov, which may mean either 
Ptolemy or his followers, and as Tertullian ascribes 
this tenet to his disciples, desirous of improving upon 
their master, we may safely conclude that Epiphanius 
does not intend to attribute it distinctly to Ptolemy, 
but either to him or to his followers. 


Of the followers of Ptolemy, Ireneus mentions 
the tenets of CoLorsasvs particularly. He does not 
indeed name him, but Epiphanes* and Theodoret ‘ 
have supplied that defect, nor is there any contra- 
dictory statement on the subject. He taught that 
the first ogdoad of Hons did not spring successively 
one pair from another, but that the first four after 
the First Cause and his Thought were created at 
once when the Forefather determined upon giving 
forth some being, that became the Father; as what 
he emitted was true, it was called the Truth: when 


' I, Preef. 2. viii. 5. 

* Her. xxxiii. 1. 'O Mrodepuaioc cai of cvy abrg. The passage 
he quotes is I. xii. 1. 

? Her. xxxv. 1. * Her. Fab. I. 12. 
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he wished to manifest himself, then came Man; and 
those whom he then foresaw were the Church. Then 
Man spoke the Word, and from Man and the Church 
came Life °. | 


Marcus is mentioned by Ireneus apparently as a 
disciple of Ptolemy, or at least as having made his 
system after him‘: and as Tertullian’ speaks of him 
in the same terms, we may safely take that as the 
sense of Ireneus. We find him first in Asia Minor, 
recompensing the hospitality of a deacon with whom 
he lodged by corrupting his wife, who for a good 
while followed him, but was at length brought back 
to the Church by the perseverance of the Christians *. 
Where his subsequent residence was we do not learn. 
The circumstance which brought him more particu- 
larly under the notice of Irenzeus was that: his opi- 
nions and the consequent depravity of morals had 
spread to the neighbourhood of Lyons’. The prac- 
tical mischief appears first to have attracted his 
attention, and he was thence led to inquire into the 
speculative system which produced such fruits. Both 
the one and the other shall be noticed in their order. 


The scheme differed in reality very little in its 


* I. xii. 3. 
° I. xiii. 1. Magistri emendatorem se esse glorians. 
" Adv. Valent. 4. ‘I. xiii. 5. See p.202, note®. —° Ibid. 
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frame-work from that of Valentinus, Ptolemy, and 
Colorbasus; the latter of whom Irensus represents 
him as more particularly agreeing with'; but it was 
differently dressed up. Instead of making the Ful- 
ness a system of personal beings or emanations, he 
made it the name of the Great First Cause, consist- 
ing of thirty letters, instead of as many tons, di- 
vided into four syllables, of which the two first con- 
sisted of four letters each, the third of ten, and the 
fourth of twelve. This name originated in the wish 
of the Great Father to reveal himself. He there- 
fore opened his mouth, and spoke a Word like him- 
self, which was ‘Apyn, the Beginning; (this was the 
first syllable ;) then a second, a third, and a fourth. 
What the three latter are we are not told: but they 
have continued to sound on from that day to the 
present, and will continue so to do, until they all 
unite in sounding forth together the same letter, 
when the consummation of all things will take place. 
About this matter, however, there is some obscurity, 
the passage not being very intelligible’. 


It would be tedious beyond measure to enter into 
the application of this particular notion to the gene- 
ral Gnostic scheme: but he held a particular doc- 
trine in regard to Jesus, which it will be proper to 
mention. He thought that he was the joint pro- 


' 1. xiv. 1. ? Ibid. 
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duction of Man and the Church, the Word and Life; 
but that in producing him the angel Gabriel took 
the place of the Word, the Holy Spirit of Life, the 
Power of the Most High of Man, and the Virgin 
Mary of the Church: that the Supreme Father 
chose him in the womb to manifest himself in him 
by means of the Word, who therefore descended 
upon him at his baptism in the form of a dove ’*. 


I come now to the practice of Marcus. He openly 
pretended supernatural powers, communicated to 
him by a familiar spirit, which he flattered his fol- 
lowers, chiefly women, by professing to communicate 
to them’. The Eucharist he found especially suited 
to his purpose, and was the first apparently who 
taught any thing like transubstantiation. He used, 
like the Church, wine mingled with water, but pre- 
tended to bring down into it by his prayers, the 
blood of the supernal Grace; and accordingly, 
lengthening out his devotion, that the chemical 
agents, which he doubtless employed, might have 
time to act, he at length produced the liquid, of a 
much deeper colour than when he began his incan- 
tations. In another of his tricks he gave his female 
friends a part. He requested one of them to take 
the mingled cup, and to offer the prayer of bene- 
diction; whereupon he poured the contents of it 


> T. xv. 3. ‘7. xiii. 3. 
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into a much larger cup, which he himself held, 
which, as he pronounced the mystical blessing upon 
the woman he employed, gradually became full with 
the contents of the smaller, and at length over- 
flowed °. This again was, in all probability, effected 
by some chemical agent, deposited in the bottom of 
the larger cup, and producing a gradual efferves- 
cence: but in those days of ignorance it stamped 
the worker of such wonders as something more 
than ordinary man. 


In communicating, as he pretended, to his devo- 
tees a portion of the grace he possessed, he pur- 
posely contrived, in the most subtle manner, to 
inflame their sensual desires, and to direct them to- 
wards himself, without using a single word or act to 
which he could not immediately give a mystical 
meaning; so that, if his wishes did not succeed, 
there was nothing with which he could be charged, 
without subjecting the person who so charged him 
to the imputation of having put an unholy meaning 
upon holy things. And if they did succeed, the 
victim, if not conscience-seared, would feel self- 
corrupted and self-betrayed. In this way he became 
master, not only of the persons, but also of the sub- 
stance of many women of wealth and station ®. To 
make his arts, however, the more successful, he ad- 


- I. Xili. 2. : Ibid. 3. 
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ministered to them inflammatory drugs’: and still 
more to guard himself from their defection, under 
the terror of conscience, and the dread of future 
judgment, he taught them a form of words, to be 
addressed to their mother Achamoth, whom he 
represents as seated with God on his throne, by 
means of which they would be rendered invisible to 
the Judge, and pass unhurt to their heavenly spouses 
the angels *. 


Such a scheme as this was too palatable to human 
nature not to have many followers; and accordingly 
it found its way to Lyons, where Irenzus was bishop. 
The exact nature of it was first learnt by the con- 
fessions of his victims and those of his followers, 
when, recovering from their delusion, they wished 
to be readmitted to the Church. One particular 
instance I have already mentioned, of his having 
seduced the wife of a deacon in Asia Minor, with 
whom he had lodged. This person remained with 
him for a long time; but, being at length restored 
by the unwearied efforts of the Christians, spent the 
rest of her life bewailing the pollution she had sus- 
tained. This was not the only instance of repent- 
ance; but most appear to have dreaded the public 
acknowledgment which was then required in the 
case of gross transgression, and thus never to have 
returned °. 


"I. xiii. 5. See p. 202, note’, —‘* Ibid. 6. ° Ibid. 5. 7. 
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SECTION VIII. 
GNOSTIC REDEMPTION. 


There is one feature of the Gnostic scheme com- 
mon to almost every variety of the Gnostics, which 
was reserved for a separate detail; and which lrenzus 
introduces immediately after the account of the 
Marcosian heresy, having probably been able to 
obtain a more perfect account of their views on that 
subject, than of those of any other sect. That 
feature is their ordinance of Aedemption' ; which was 
in fact the initiating rite of their perfect adepts’, 
and without denying baptism, threw it into the 
back ground, and thus virtually annulled it*. The 
professed object of this rite was the regeneration of 
those who underwent it, preparatory to their entering 
into the Fulness*. The outward form of it was 
various, according to the fancy of the mystagogue °. 
Some celebrated it as a marriage; others made it a 
baptism in water, with varying forms of words °; 
others again poured a mixture of oil and water upon 
the head of the person who received it; whilst some 
declared, that the blessing being purely spiritual, all 
outward signs were unavailing and impertinent ; that 
knowledge was in fact redemption, and that those, 


» T. xxi. I. * Ibid. 2. * Ibid. 1. 
4 Ibid. 2. * Ibid. 1. * Ibid. 3. 
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and those alone, who were perfect in knowledge 
were partakers of it ’. 


In most cases the Redemption was effected during 
the lifetime of those who were made partakers of 
it; but the dead were not excluded. The rite was 
administered immediately after death. 


In all cases the effect of it was to enable the 
initiated to escape the power of the Creator and his 
angels, and, leaving their souls behind them, to enter 
into the Fulness °. 


SECTION IX. 
REFLECTIONS UPON GNOSTICISM. 


Gnosticism is now well-nigh forgotten, or noticed 
only by those who are led to an acquaintance with it 
either by its connexion with certain passages in the 
New Testament, or by a systematic study of the 
early Fathers of the Church. And yet it existed in 
the world, and spread over the civilized portions of 
it as a system of philosophy at a time when heathen 
speculation had attained its highest refinement, and 
Christianity had introduced certainty to take the 


7 1, xxi. 4. ° Thid. 5. 
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place of speculation. But that it should have taken 
hold on the minds of men to such an extent and at 
such a time, is surely one of the most unaccountable 
facts in the history of the human mind. To us, 
even the Platonic system would appear so much 
more rational and intelligible, and the Christian doc- 
trine so much more simple and natural, and, if I 
may so say, manly, that in their presence one won- 
ders what there could have been to recommend 
Gnosticism. The Grecian schemes were so many 
efforts of unassisted reason to find out truth by 
simple speculation. They could therefore never be 
propounded as certainties, but only as probabilities. 
They accordingly rested on their probability, and 
struck out many truths. They bear about them the 
air of the conclusions of men searching after truth, 
and having in some degree attained it. Christianity, 
on the other hand, professed to be a revelation from 
above. It did not pretend to speculate or to reason ; 
it taught its doctrines as infallible truths, and sup- 
ported its teaching by miracles, and an appeal to 
fulfilled prophecy. Gnosticism was like neither. It 
was in fact gratuitous speculation, founded upon 
nothing but the fact of a great difficulty, which 
human reason had never yet solved, the causation of 
evil; but it claimed no support from reason ; it pro- 
pounded no proofs; but put itself forward as the 
revealed solution of this difficulty. It wrought mi- 
racles, indeed, which might have served where the 


REFLECTIONS UPON GNOSTICISM. 319 


Christian miracles were unknown, but poor and weak 
indeed to put in competition with them, for they 
were mere juggles. They answered no beneficial 
end ; they were over in a few minutes; they submit- 
ted themselves to no daily and hourly proof; and 
although professing to support a higher and purer 
God than was ever before thought of, they were of 
the same nature as those practised by heathen sor- 
cerers. But to have solved this great difficulty, the 
system ought at least to have been uniform, or at 
most progressive. No teacher should have contra- 
dicted another, however much he might improve 
upon him. And yet this was far from being the 
case. The various successive teachers not only pulled 
down what their predecessors had set up, but even 
contemporary leaders contradicted each other. This 
would have been perfectly consistent if they had set 
up as mere speculators; but they claimed a sort of 
inspiration ; nay, whilst setting aside the Gospel, they 
claimed support from the Gospel; whilst making 
higher pretensions than they allowed the Apostles, 
they professed to have a tradition received from the 
Apostles ; whilst utterly overthrowing the religion of 
Christ, they appealed to his words and teaching as 
supporting them. 


But although borrowing support from Christianity, 
it was not itself in any sense a religion. It taught 
no present devotion towards any superior being. It 

] 
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had no offerings, no prayers, still less any expiations. 
Although some of its teachers practised rites bor- 
rowed from the eucharist, they had no religious ob- 
ject. They were mere juggles. Although the zdea 
of glorifying the beings above entered into the sys- 
tem, yet it affected only the beings above man, or 
man after he quitted this state. It had no place on 
earth. This was a place of discipline, or training, for 
a state in which he was to glorify the great First 
Cause; but he had nothing to do with glorifying him 
here. The great object of man here was knowledge. 
In this respect it was analogous to the Grecian phi- 
losophies; for they had no connection with religion, 
but were rather antagonists to it. They tended to 
overthrow the heathen superstitions, but they fur- 
nished nothing to replace them. They taught, it 
may be, moral duties ; but it was not upon any prin- 
ciples of religion, but rather of social benefit. They 
attained to better notions on the unity and nature of 
God than were entertained by their compatriots, but 
they led not to a purer worship of him. At best 
they refined and mysticized the mythology and reli- 
gious observances of the old religions. In this re- 
spect, then, of being unconnected with religion, it 
was like the philosophical systems of its own and 
former times; but it went further than they in being 
essentially trreligious, by placing the perfection of 
man in knowledge, and that only. By this means the 
necessity of religion of any kind was totally done 
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away. Curiosity was substituted for devotion, and 
unbounded liberty for duty, whether to God or to 
man. 


Curiosity being thus canonized, it is remarkable 
that the Gnostic system had baits for almost every 
description of it. It is curiosity, the desire of know- 
ing what others know, fully as much as passion and 
appetite, which leads men into the various descrip- 
tions of vice; and this species of curiosity was not 
only allowed, but even sanctioned and stimulated. 
Men were told that it was the express destiny of 
every one who was to be perfect, to know everything 
that could be known in this world; and not only 
that, but that if a person failed of acquiring the 
requisite knowledge in one lifetime, his soul must 
pass into another and another body, until it had 
arrived at the necessary degree of information. It 
is true that this implied, in its literal meaning, the 
knowledge of good as well as of evil. But it requires 
little acquaintance with human nature to tell us in 
what sense it would be most commonly taken. And 
if any scruples still remained, they were removed by 
the doctrine that all actions were naturally indiffer- 
ent, and that nothing but human opinion, or the 
arbitrary will of a tyrannical being, the Jewish God, 
had ever made any such thing as moral distinctions. 
Thus a vicious curiosity became a duty, if such a 
term had been allowable in Gnosticism ; or, at all 
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events, that man who did not foster and indulge it 
to the utmost, was fighting against his own interest. 


There is another kind of curiosity, which has go- 
verned many in all ages, and which is not even yet 
extinct, and -that is, a desire to be acquainted with 
future or unknown circumstances, or to possess a 
power beyond the reach of ordinary men. There 
have been always those who have professed them- 
selves possessors of this supernatural knowledge, and 
of course others who have desired either to possess it 
or to witness and profit by its exercise. From this 
desire has arisen the whole of magic from the begin- 
ning, and the science of astrology in particular. Ac- 
cordingly, this was a marked feature in many of the 
Gnostic teachers, that they laid claim to magical 
powers ; and herein they differed from the heathen 
philosophers, and became the antagonists of the 
Christian apostles. Simon Magus, for instance, who 
is generally reckoned the first Gnostic leader, was a 
magician, and there is great reason to suspect that 
his faith was more a reliance on the Apostles, on the 
supposition of their having some deeper art than his 
own, than the faith of the heart in the principles of 
the Gospel. 


But there is another class of persons who could 
neither be imposed on by the pretensions to super- 
natural power, nor the seductions of evil appetites, 
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whose cast of character is altogether intellectual, and 
whose temptations must therefore be intellectual. 
The attention of such persons had in all ages been 
directed to the unseen things of creation, the invi- 
sible springs of all earthly motions and actions, the 
secret agencies of nature, the nature of the Great 
Original of all things, the methods of his providential 
government, the time and manner of the creation, 
the origin of evil, the future state of mankind after 
their departure from this earthly scene. Questions 
of this kind had engaged the curiosity of minds of 
the higher order ever since civilization began, and no 
system could find acceptance with them which offered 
no solution of such questions. Gnosticism accord- 
ingly furnished food for the curiosity of these, and 
that in greater abundance than any other system yet 
invented. | 


Besides the Gentile speculatists, there was also 
the philosophical Jew, who had become acquainted 
with the Grecian learning, and had thus come to 
endeavour to account, upon new principles, for the 
economy of the divine government under the law; 
partly for his own satisfaction, partly to render it 
palatable to his heathen friends. Two points in his 
law would present difficulty : first, the endless forms 
and ceremonies considered with reference to God, 
_ who, being a spirit, would require a spiritual worship, 
y 2 
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(for this is a truth which this class of Jews were 
fully sensible of,) together with the prohibitions of 
various animals; and secondly, the severities which 
God himself exercised and taught their forefathers to 
exercise against idolaters. And no doubt many Jews 
of this class were become practically unbelievers by 
speculating upon points which their forefathers im- 
plicitly received and devoutly practised. 


There was again another class; viz. Christians by 
birth and education, brought up in leisure, and given 
to study, who, never having received the Gospel 
humbly and practically, became infected with the 
unsettled spirit of speculative inquiry. These would 
see the apparent incongruities between the law and 
the Gospel, especially in the spirit in which each 
was administered; and instead of being contented to 
be ignorant of that which had not been revealed, 
would endeavour to form some system independent 
of revelation, by which to account for these incon- 
gruities. To these two classes we shall see that 
Gnosticism also adapted itself; and indeed to the 
latter it would be specially adapted in the licen- 
tiousness of its morals. For being brought up with- 
out their own choice in a system of great strictness, 
at which their nature perhaps rebelled, and which 
they had themselves never heartily embraced ; and 
yet not liking to renounce it on the distinct avowal 
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of a love of vice, they would gladly close with a 
scheme which gave unbounded license the character 
of superior wisdom, and even of duty itself. 


We see then what there was in the character of 
the times to prepare men for such a system as Gnos- 
ticism. But it did not grow up at once into all its 
completeness. It developed itself by degrees, as men 
were prepared for it; and when we have considered 
it in its leading features, we can scarcely fail to 
acquiesce in the view of it taken by the Christian 
writers contemporary with it; viz. that it was a 
scheme specially concocted by the author of evil, as 
antagonist to Christianity. 


Simon Magus, as all agree, was the first teacher of 
Gnosticism ; and when he first appeared in that cha- 
racter in Samaria, it is obvious that he could have 
known but little of the Gospel, and this may ac- 
count for the little notice taken of it in his system. 
He came as the great power of God, that is, as God 
manifested on earth; and he wrought pretended 
miracles in confirmation of his pretensions. It is 
remarkable that none of his successors made any 
such pretension as this, although they too, at least 
some of them, professed miraculous power. He was 
therefore the antagonist of Christ; strictly Andechrist, 
in a higher sense than any other. He taught that 
the God of the Jews was not truly God, but only, 
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like the Jupiter of heathenism, one of a set of angelic 
powers; that the Supreme God had nothing to do 
with the origination of evil further than that he had 
created those angelic powers from whom it had 
sprung; nay, that he had not created them directly, 
but by his thought, which, taking a personal charac- 
ter, was the actual Creator of these; that therefore 
the Supreme Being had nothing to do with anything 
in this world, excepting in so far as he had inter- 
fered to remedy the mischief occasioned by the 
angels. It was in this way that he endeavoured to 
reconcile the imperfections of this world with the 
perfection of God. But he went further than this; 
for by making the Creator of this world and the 
God of the Old Testament an imperfect being, he in 
reality denied God, whilst professing to know more 
of him than other men. 


This part of the system only accounted for phy- 
sical evil, and such moral evils as oppression and 
violence: but moral evil, as we commonly under- 
stand it, he treated in quite a different way; i. e. by 
denying that it was evil at all; for he asserted that 
it was so only through the tyrannical imposition of 
the angels. Nay, he even went so far as to assert 
that he himself was God, come down from above to 
rescue men from their thraldom by teaching them 
the truth of things; and thus to restore them to their 
rightful liberty, by showing them that they might 
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do whatever they listed, and indeed ought to do so to 
vindicate his authority, which had been usurped by 
the angels. A more plausible scheme of blasphemy 
and licentiousness could scarcely have been concocted 
for the philosophizing Jew, or the heathen who had 
looked into Judaism merely as a rival system of bar- 
barian philosophy. It recognised all the facts of the 
Old Testament ; but it totally neutralized them, and 
destroyed altogether the religion with which they 
would have appeared to be inseparably blended. 


When Christianity began to spread, and Jesus was 
believed on by multitudes, and reverenced by many 
who did not receive him, it became politic to recog- 
nise the Gospel in the same manner in which the 
Law had been recognised. Accordingly, the external 
facts of the life of Jesus were not disputed, but a 
new spirit was given to them. Jesus was a mani- 
festation of the Supreme God, as Simon was; come 
upon the same errand, to destroy the Jewish law; 
and thence an object of hatred to the Jews, who 
triumphed so far as to crucify the external body in 
which he appeared, but had no power over him who 
had inhabited it. Here there was just enough of 
truth to impose upon a person brought up to believe 
the Gospel without really loving it, and falsehood 
enough altogether to prevent its reception. 


The sketch which I have now traced is the nu- 
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cleus of Gnosticism. Simon’s dignifying his para- 
mour with the title of the Thought of the First 
Cause, and his figment of her having been in a per- 
petual state of transmigration, was no doubt an after 
thought to cover the grossness which prying minds 
might fancy in the great empiric; an end which might 
not be sufficiently accomplished by his doctrine that 
all actions were indifferent. 


Whether Simon really invented the first ogdoad 
of pure emanations from the Great Father may be 
doubted ; for the testimony to that fact does not 
appear sufficiently early, and those who assert it con- 
tradict each other in the names of them. But that 
he taught that there were Excellences and Powers, 
as well as angels, appears from Ireneus. Yet as 
that author undertakes to tell the share which Simon 
had in forming the system, and certainly attributes 
the regularity of it to his successors, it appears most 
probable that he defined nothing as to the number 
or functions of those celestial beings. 


The sketch, however, of Simon, to whatever ex- 
tent he went, was sufficiently filled up by his suc- 
cessors. In his system of angelic beings they defined 
their number, and to a certain extent fixed their 
functions. There was at last a body of these 
formed between the Supreme Being and the authors 
of this world, perfect in holiness and obedience. 
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The defection of one of these was made as much as 
possible the work of accident. She was made, 
according to various schemes, sometimes to be totally 
excluded from this perfect society, sometimes to be 
restored to it again, leaving an imperfect offspring 
behind her. From her or her offspring, sprang the 
Creator, who is sometimes represented as the chief 
of seven angels, sometimes as a peculiar being 
having the angels under him. The creation of man 
is represented as the work of this imperfect being, 
but the spark of heavenly life in him as an emana- 
tion, more or less direct, from the First Cause. In 
this way the scheme became more definite; but 
from the same cause it became a set of schemes 
more or less inconsistent with each other, but all 
aiming at having a succession of mysteries to be 
communicated by degrees. In this way the minds 
of men were amused and tantalized, and prevented 
from a serious search after truth; whilst if one 
scheme was searched to the bottom, and its stock of 
mysteries exhausted, there was still another and 
another refinement to lure him away from the real 
truth. There was, however, the uniform tendency 
to remove the government of this world from the 
cognizance of the Supreme Being, and to represent 
the author of the law and the prophets as an imper- 
fect, self-contradictory, cruel being. There was the 
same mode of rendering null the distinction between 
moral good and evil, by attributing it to opinion, or 
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custom, or the ordinance of the God of this world. 
There was the same attempt to nullify the Gospel, 
by doing away with the Christian idea of the incar- 
nate Son of God, and representing the advent of 
Jesus as a portion of the Gnostic scheme. For whe- 
ther Jesus was considered as only apparently a man, 
or as merely a man; whether the Saviour dwelt in 
him or made use of him; whether it were the Saviour, 
or the Christ, or the Only-begotten, or the Jesus 
above, who interested himself for the redemption of 
the spiritual seed, it all amounted to the same thing 
in the end. It abolished the real salvation of the 
soul; it took away the incarnation and atonement; 
it made the Gospel of no effect. 


The nature of the redemption it preached was like- 
wise everywhere the same. It was not a redemption 
from the dominion of sin, but by denying that there 
was any such thing as sin. Whether it taught that 
the simple practical knowledge of this fact was all 
the redemption necessary, or that some initiatory 
rite was requisite to give that knowledge, or that a 
full knowledge of the Gnostic theory was to be 
superadded to qualify for eternal redemption,—whe- 
ther it led its votaries to defy the God of the Old 
Testament, or taught them mystic forms by which 
to elude him when sitting in judgment, it all 
amounted to the same thing. Lewdness of the 
grossest kind was denied to be any sin. There were, 
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indeed, some who embraced the general theory, and 
with it believed that the flesh, as being the work of 
the Creator, was to be denied and mortified in every 
way, and who therefore decried marriage °* itself, and 
forbad to eat flesh; but they were the few. The 
opposite use of the undervaluing of the flesh was 
the more popular and the more prevalent, 


Hitherto, perhaps, there has appeared but little in 
common with our own times; but there were other 
features of Gnosticism, in which it will appear to 
have been the parent of Antinomianism, even that 
of the most recent days. If any one is at all familiar 
with the high Calvinism of Toplady and his school, 
he will have found that it strongly resembled the 
Gnosticism of the age of Ireneus. It is of the 
essence of strict Calvinism to teach that individuals 
are inevitably destined to salvation; and so it was in 
Gnosticism. The spiritual seed must all be brought 
back again from earthly degradation; none can fail 
of being so, first or last. It may be destined to 
numerous transmigrations; but the spirit must finally 
be wafted upward to the eternal Fulness’. Again, 
the spiritual pride and presumption of the genuine 
Antinomian is a very observable trait: his speaking 


* Treneeus (I. xxviii. 1) expressly says that they thought mar- 
riage to be pollution and whoredom, and (xxiv. 2) that it and 
its natural consequences were from Satan. 

7 J. vi. 1, 2. 
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of all as carnal who do not adopt his scheme; his 
placing religion not in holiness, but in knowing the 
truth; his assumption of superior illumination ; his 
declarations that none but those specially favoured 
are capable of knowing the truth; all this is merely a 
repetition of Gnosticism. The Gnostic called himself 
spiritual, and the Churchman carnal*; he was the 
elect and perfect, and the orthodox the ignorant and 
simple *; he derived his very name from his making 
knowledge paramount to all other things*; he declared 
that none were capable of receiving his scheme but 
the spiritual seed °; that to others good works were 
necessary and useful’, but that their lot, however 
praiseworthy, could never be the same as that of the 
elect ®. So, again, the abuse of the doctrine of justi- 
fication by faith is as early as those times. They 
declared that faith and love was the sum of their 
religion °; that the law might be a restraint suited 
to inferior natures, but that to them it would be a 
degradation to submit their minds to its yoke; and 
that, in fact, whatever acts they might commit, it 
was impossible for them either to be polluted by 
those acts or to fail of salvation’. Who would not 
suppose that the modern ultra-Calvinist was the 
speaker? So again, at that time, as in these days 


ee eee * I. vi. 4, IIL. xv. 2. * I. vi. 1. 
© 1. vi. 1. 7 I. vi. 2. 4. * I. vii. 1. 
* I. xxv. 5. ' 1. vi. 2. 
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these tenets were not always taken up as a cloak 
for licentiousness. Saturninus and Tatian were 
extremely correct in their lives; and Valentinus was 
not accused of any peculiar immorality: indeed, he 
long continued nominally a member of the Church, 
which, if his conduct had been flagitious, he could 
not have done. If they despised the restraints of 
the moral law, they probably supposed, like Toplady 
and others, that they had higher principles, which 
would lead them to greater heights of purity: or 
they were men of a speculative turn, who took up 
Gnosticism as a theory, without any disposition to 
make that practical use of it which others did, 
merely because they were not persons of warm pas- 
sions. Indeed, if we may judge from a fragment 
preserved by Clement of Alexandria, Valentinus was 
rather a mystic in his religion’. 


There are two or three features in which the 
Gnostics were the forerunners of a very different 
class of errors. Transubstantiation no doubt arose in 
time by a natural depravation of the true doctrine 
of the Eucharist, through the desire of defining that 
which Scripture and primitive tradition had left 
undefined. But it is curious that a hint of it should 
have been struck out by Marcus, one of the magical 
Gnostics, who, amongst other arts of legerdemain, 


* Strom. Il. 20. § 114. 
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hit upon the idea of bringing down into the wine 
and water the blood of the supernal grace, by means of 
an invocation*®. It is equally curious to read in the 
account of Carpocrates and his disciples, that they 
asserted that Pilate had procured a likeness of Jesus 
Christ to be taken, and that they set his image 
amongst those of Pythagoras, and Plato, and Aristotle. 
and the rest, and decked it with chaplets, and paid 
to it the selfsame honours which the heathen paid 
to their idols‘. Nor is it less remarkable that the 
Gnostics in general, when refuted by the Scriptures, 
should have spoken in disparagement of them (as I 
have already pointed out) in terms singularly corre- 
sponding with those sometimes made use of by 
Roman controversialists: “They turn to accuse the 
Scriptures, as though they were not correct, nor of 
authority; and say that they are at variance with 
themselves, neither can the truth be discovered from 
them by those who are ignorant of THEIR tradition ’.” 
Coincidences of this kind are at least curious; and 
the further we search the more clearly will it appear 
that the germs of all subsequent errors appeared in 
very early times. 


3 J. xiii, 2. * T, xxv. 6. * TIKI. ii. 1. 
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